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ABSTRACT

ALEXANDER P. STEWART AND THE TACTICAL EMPLOYMENT OF HIS
DIVISION AT THE BATTLE OF CHICKAMAUGA: An analysis of the
tactical formations employed by Stewart's Division during
the Battle of Chickamauga, 19-20 September 1863.

By Major Luke J. Barnett III, USA, 167 pages.

This thesis is a historical analysis of Stewart's Division
during the Battle of Chickamauga. It determines what
tactical formations Stewart and his brigades employed, how
this affected casualty totals and their significance to the
outcome of the engagements in Stewart's sector.

This thesia includes a brief description of the evolution of
Civil War tactics with a primary focus on infantry offensive
doctrine. This is followed by a brief overview of the
Chickamauga Campaign and Battle, and a description of
Stewart and his unit. Thereafter, the focus will be on
Stewart's actions from the crossing of Thedford's Ford on 18
September 1863. to the closing shots of the battle on the
evening of the Twentieth. This will include the initial
action at the ford si%e on the eighteenth and Stewart's
numerous attacks on the afternoon of the nineteenth. Also
included is his attack on the morning of the twentieth and
his final attack later that evening. Conclusions will
summarize the significance of Stewart's tactics and

insights applicable to current doctrine. ( -

The results of this thesis conclude that Stewart and his
brigade commanders did not deviate from the published
doctrine of the time. Except for a minor modification in
timing, Stewart's attacks complied with the manuals. The
decision to attack on the nineteenth, with a column of
brigades., was more a result of limited frontage and
restrictive terrain than a deliberate desire to add depth to
his attack. However, this formation proved very effective
and contributed to Sewart's success that day. Stewart's
morning assault on the twentieth faiied due to the collapse
of an adjacent unit coupled with the fact that he was
frontally assaulting prepared defenses with his flank
exposed.

This thesis concludes that Stewart's tactical formations
contributed to his success on the nineteenth. Stewart's
failure on the twentietii was more the responsibility of a
higher echelon commander. In the final analysis Stewart's
leadership abilities were wore a contributor to the success
of the division than the tactics that he employed.
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INTRODUCTION

The Battle of Chickamauga does not receive the
recognition in military writing that a battle of this scope.
scale and consequence deserves. It has been overshadowed by
the more popular campaigns and battles of the Eastern
Theater of the Amecrican Civil War. The leaders in this
hattle alsc have not had their fair share of attention or
critical analysis. The great distances this campaign
coverea and the many obstacles crossed coupled with the
tremendous logistics burdens provide today's professional
orficer a4 useful case study of the art of war. The very
nature of this battle, conducted in dense woods, provides
ugeful insights into the problems of battlefield command and
control. 1In fact. a study of this campaign and battle
provides useful ingights at ~very level of war from
strategic through operational and tactical.?

Numerous historians have postulated that the tactical

doctrine used in the American Civil War was an inadeqguate

regponge to the technological » in weapons by
1. It has further been argued that most Civil War

commanders did not alter their tactical formations and

methods during the war and continued to waste lives in

useless frontal assaults. A rcecent book ascribpes
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Confederate defeat in large measure to exactly this cause-
the propensity to attack and attack frontally.=
It is the intent of this thesis to focus on Major
General Alexander P. Stewart CSA and the tactical employment
of his division at the Battle of Chickamauga:; 19-20
September 1863. Stewart and his division were chosen for
their distinguished fighting reputation within the Army of
Tennessee and unique tactical formations used on the
nineteenth of September the second day of the battle. In
order to accomplish this goal the following questions must
be answered. What was Civil War offensive tactical
doctrine? What tactical formations did Stewart's Division
employ during the bat*le? Did Stewart or his brigade
commanders make modifications to the published doctrine
bassd on their combat experience prior to the battle? If no
changes were made -why not? What effect did these
formaticns have on the outcome of the engagements in
Stewart's gector and casualty totals? And finally. are any
conclusions relevant to today's army?
For clarity a brief definition of terms are
necessary. FM 100-5 defines doctrine as:
the condensed expression of its [an army's]

approach to fighting campaigns, major operations.

hattles, and engagements. Tactics. techniques,

procedures. organizations, support structure.

equipment and training must all derive from it.

The FM further defines military strategy as: “. . . the art

and science of employing the armed forces of a nation or

o
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alliance to secure policy objectives by the application or
threat of force.” FM 100-5 defines operational art as:

the employment of military forces to attain
strategic goals in a theater of war or a theater of
operation through the design, organization and conduct
of campaigns and major operations.

The FM defines tactics as: ". . . the art by which corps and

smaller unit commanders translate potential combat power
into victorious battles and engagements."3

In the world of the nineteenth century American
fighting man, these terms were limited and best defined in

the opening pages of Scott's INFANTRY TACTICS:

I call Strategy. the hostile movements of two
armies, made beyond the view of each other; or - if he
preferred - beyond the effect of cannon. Tactics, I
call, the science of movements which are made in
presence of the enemy: that is with-in reach of his
artillery.~«
Tactics were further subdivided into grand tactics and minor
tactics. A Civil War division commander operated solely at
the minor tactics level. Corps and army commanders operated
at what they called grand tactics and minor strategy while
the president, war department, and department chiefs
concerned themselves with grand strategy.
Chapter one of this thesis will describe the
evolution of Civil War infantry offensive tactics. Chapter
two will provide a brief overview of the Chickamauga

Campaign and Battle. Chapter three will cover Stewart-- the

man and his unit. Chapters four and five will be a




chronology of the actions of Stewart's Division during the
battle. Chapter six will present conclusions and insights

gained tfrom this study.®
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CHAPTER 1

THE EVOLUTION OF CIVII WAR INFANTRY TACTICS

To analyze Alexander P. Stewart's tactical employment
of his division. it 138 necessary to first understand Civil
War tactics and a little about their origins. This chapter
will provide a brief overview of the evolution of Civil War
tactics up to the time of the Battle of Chickamauga. The
primary focus will be on infantry tactics., although
artillery and cavalry tactics will be mentioned briefly.

The reason for this focus is that the composition of
Stewart's Divisicn was primarily infantry with some
artillery and no cavalry except for one escort company.
This chapter will describe the tactics of the Mexican-—
American War and the tactical theory and dcctrine between
the Muxican—-American War and the Civil War. It will also
describe the tactics during the Civil War up to the time of
the Battle of Chickamauga.

"The Mexican War was the only major American War
fought during the generation before 1861."* This war had a
pronounced influence on the leadership of the American Civil
War. Many Civil War generals served as company grade
officers in the Mexican—-American War and gained valuable

6




experience. Offices who fyught side by side in Mexico would
later find themselves on opposite sides during the Civil
War. “"Tactics are based on weaponry and the main infantry
weapon of the Mexican War was the smoothbore musket, with
either flintlock or percussion ignition system."2 The .
effective range of the mugsket was little more than one
hundred yards at best. Rifles, although in use at the time,
were not favored because of their slow rate of fire.
Rifles, for the most part were viewed as a support to
musketry.®

The artillery weapons used by the United States in ‘,
the Mexican-American War were among the best available in
the world at that time. This was due to a concerted effort
on the part of the U. S. government to modernize artillery
several years prior to the war. 1In 1836 the antiquated
equipment of the Revolution and War of 1812 began to be
replaced, starting with the gun carriages. 1In 1840 a bocard
of officers was sent to Europe to study the latest weapons
development. The principal artillery weapons of the
Mexican—-American War were the six-pounder gun M1840 (range
1,823 yardes), twelve-pounder howitzer M1840 (r
yards) and field gun M1840 (range 1.663 yards)., anu
twenty-four pounder howitzer M1840 (range 1,322). The

ammunition available for these guns were solid shot, shell.

spherical case shot, canister and grape shot. The most




effective munition for close range was the canister round
which had the effect of a giant shotgun on the
battlefield.#

In summary, the available technclogy for the
Mexican-American War had not changed significantly from the
Napoleonic Wars except for some increased mobility of field
guns. With the Napolecnic Wars the most recent on the worla
gcene, it is no surprise to find their distinct influence on
military tacticians.

The authorized tactical manual in use at the time of
the Mexican War was General Winfield Scott's three volume
Infantry—-Tactics. It was based on French tactical theory
and six editions were printed from 1835 to 1848. Scott's
military ideas were heavily influenced by the wars of early
nineteenth century Europe. Scott was not a graduate of the
U.5. Military Academy. but instead gained his military
education from the study of European books. Infantry most
often deployed in line., which emphasized fire power, or
deployed in column formation which emphasized mass and shock
effect. Infantry could also deploy in a combination of both
line and column. A square formation was used by infantry to
defend against a cavalry attack. Skirmish formation was
used by small elements to support a larger formation.®%

Scott's three volumes covered tactical drill from the

individual soldier through the division. Scott's first




volume covered the "School of the Soldier" and "School of
the Company"” and was primary a drill manual for the
individual soldier through company level. Hisgs second volume
covered the "School of the Battalion" which was an
evolutionary step combining ten companies together.® The
third volume covered the "Evolution of the Line'" and was for
multiple battalions, brigade and division level
organizations. Scott’'s third volume consisted mainly of
complicated instructions on how to move several battalions
from column formation to line and back again to column.
Also included was how to orient the formation in a different
direction and how to move the formation through an obstacle.
"Winfield Scott's three volume work was the most extensive
treatment of infantry tactics of any American contributor
prior to the Civil War."?

Scott favored control and order over speed and elan.
Scott knew the weaknesses of the musket and compensated by
closely cempacting his infantry to mass their firepower.
According to Scott's manual, battalions (regiments) were to
form in lines of either two or three ranks. The third rank
was suspended by the War Department in 1835. This was
probably done due to manpower shortfalls, with most
companies not filled to their authorized strength. Ranks
would be separated by thirteen inches with twenty-two paces
between related units. (See fig. 1) Scott greatly stressed
the necessity for elbows to touch within the formati »u. He

9
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Figure 1. Regiment in Line of Battle.
(Reprinted from Scott, Infantry Tactics.)

believed that
kept and gaps
advanced at a
“common time"

time" rate of

this was the only way that alignment could be
prevented. According to Scott's manual. men
"direct step'" of twenty—eight inches: at a
rate of ninety steps per minute, and a ‘“quick

110 steps per minute. In the final stages of

a charge it could be accelerated to 140 steps per minute but

this was considered out of the ordinary. According to

Scott, loose order was only to be used by skirmishers.
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Scott's manual also included instructions for skirmishers,
and how to use them in front and to the flanks of the
regiment.®
Scott's tactics were based on the fire power of the

musket. A well trained infantrymen could get about two to
three shots off per minute. An attacking formation

advancing at 'quick time" was in the kill zone(effective
range) of the defender for about one minute. This subjected
his units to at most three volleys of enemy fire before he

could close with the bayonet.®

Instruction for Field Artillery, Horse and Foot.

published in 1845, was the authorized artillery drill manual
for the Mexican War. This was primarily a drill manual and
nct a manual for tactical employment. The artillerymen of
tlie Mexican war developed their tactical employment
techniques from field experience. However, the manual was
an excellent drill manual and was based on a translated
French manual.2® A three vclume translation of French

tactics, Cavalry Tactics. was authorized by the War

Department in 1841. This manual called for a close order

line with a two rank formation. "A ten squadron regiment

would form in two ranks of five squadrons each, with oniy a
twelve pace interval between squadrons." 7This concludes a
look at the tactical doctrine.12

Mexican—American War tactics were an outgrowth of

early nineteenth century warfare. Infantry fought in lines.




advanced on enemy defenses in close order., used massed
musket fire and closed with the bayonet. Artillery proved
to be very effective in both the offense and defense. Once
a weaknesses was found in the enemy formations, cavalry was
employed with a saber charge. The bayonet charge was found
to be effective even against defenders protected by field
entrenchments., A Mexican strong point on the Churubusco
River was taken by a bayonet charge at quick time.*3

Some variations in tactics were employed. For
example, at Resuca de la Palma, an open or loose order
formation was used due to the restrictive nature of the
terrain (dense chaparral). This tactic was found to lessen
the effect of fire power and complicate command and control.
Another example was Jefferson Davis' use of the "V"
formation at Buena Vista. Davis' regiment of Mississzippians
had linked up with the 3d Indiana and formed a large V with
the oper end facing the Mexican cavalry. The Mexican
cavalry rode up to within a hundred yards of the American
line and halted well within range of the Mississippi rifles.
When the Americans opened fire the Mexicars were devastated
and forced to retreat into a ravine from which they later
escaped. For the most part, these were exceptions to the
rule and most commanders employed tactics as prescribed in
Scott's manuals. Commanders found it was not necessary to

always employ the square when coming under attack by Mexican

12




cavalry. On several occasions the line formation held
against mounted attack.1?

Artillery played a major role in the war. “The
confidence American soldiers had in their artillery was not
based on tactical theory but on the performance of the arm
in the field.”"*+ The limited range of the :wusket made
artillery very effective on the offense. Artiilery could
move rapidly forward and levastate the close ordered ranks
of a uefender. It cuuld do this safely out of effective
musket range. When used in -oncert with attacking friendly
infantry, it contributed greatly to their success.
"Throughout the course of the war it proved itself the most
efficient arm at determining the outcome of battle=s, "15

Cavalry had many functions during the war. It was
used to skirmish, cover the flanks of infantry, as couriers,
performing reconnaissance and as reserves ready to condu.t
the pursuit. Cavalry was most often used dismounted in
combat but there are several actiosns in which they conducted
mounted saber charges. Mounted charges were used in the
pursuit conducted at Churubusco and the engagement at Resaca
de la Palma.*s

In summary, the Mexican War validated the tactical
doctrine of the time. It proved the superiority of the
offense over the defense. These tactics even proved

successful against fortified positions. Few tactical

13
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innovations were made during the war because the standard
tactics proved efficient. Scott's tactics compensated for
the short-comings in the musket, with precise and close
ordered tactical formations. Americans returned home from
Mexico confident in their tactics., convinced of the
superiority of the offense, the futility of entrenchments,
and the proven worth of the bayonet.17

The most significant advancement in military
technology. between the wars, was the adoption of the rifle
a3 a replacement for the musket. "For the first time in
American history the rifle superseded the smocothbore musket
and became the key weapon of the men who fought the
war,'"t® The problem of the slow rate of fire had been fixed
by the introduction of the "minie-ball". The
minie-ball was a cone shaped hollow based bullet that
allowed ease of loading and expanded into the rifling when
fired. It was the unique combination of percussion cap,
rifling. and minie-ball that made for an extremely accurate.
reliable, and deadly weapon. It could be loaded with the
speed of a musket but had about three times the range.
Breechloading and repeat ing rifles were available but had
not been adopted. The most renowned of these was the seven
shot Spencer repeater. available in both carbine and rifle
models. 19

Rifled artillery pieces were introduced but did not
have the same effect as the introduction of the rifled-

14




musket. The rifled artillery pieces were more effective at
long ranges but less effective at canister range because of
the reduction in the size of the round. The smoothbore
pieces continued to be thz favored artillery piece with
their deadly canister effect at short range.2°

In summary. the introduction of the rifle was a
significant advancement made in the technology of war. The
capability of the rifle was not fully appreciated prior to
the Civil War. However., the Civil War was to demonstrate
the significance of this technological advancement with its
casualty tolls. The next section will analyze if and how
the military theoreticians kept pace with ti.¢ new
developments in technology.

The preeminent tactical theoretician of the era was
the Napoleonic historian Antoine Henri Jomini. It is not
the purpose of this thesis to debate the extent of Jomini's
influence. It can simply be stated that he did have some
1. luence on the major American theorists between wars. His

1838 book., Summary of the Art of War, favored offense over

defense. He called the infantry the most important arm of
the service. According to Jomini, there were five methods of
forming troops to attack an enemy: "-1, as skirmishers; 2,
in deployed lines, either continuous or checkerwise:; 3. in

lines of battalions formed in column on the central

divigions: 4. in deep masses: 5. in small squares."3% (See

fig. 2)
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Figure 2. Tactical Formations
(Reprinted. from Halleck, Art and Science.)

The most important American military thecrist, prior
to the Civil War., was the West Point instructor Dennis Hart
Mahan. Mahan also was an advocate of the tactical offense

and his most important work was The Elementary Treatise on

Advanced—Guard, Out--Post, and Detachment Service of Troops,

and the Manner of Posting and Handling Them_in the Presence

of an Enemy. In this work, Mahan described his plan for an

attack. An attack would be led by skirmishers who would
clear the way and then fall back to the flanks or rear. The
main body would advance in column and then deploy into line
and assault. This method became part of Army Regulations in
1857. During this same period, field fortifications were

16




receiving attention in the literature of the day. Mahan's

1836 book, A Complete Treatise on Field Fortifications,

proclaimed the need to improve positions with the use of
field fortifications. Mahan would include this subject in
his teachings at the Academy.=22

Another American who was inrluential was Henry W.
Halleck. Halleck was influenced by both Mahan and Jomini in

his work, Elementgs of Military Art and Science. Like the

tacticians before hiu., Halleck amphasized the offense even
when the enemy was defending from entrenched positions.
According to Halleck, ¢ 1efending commander should always
look for opportunity to regain the offensive. Halleck. like
Scott before him, was also concerned about control. 1In
discussing the two line formation he warned that too loose
order meant the lines could only advance slowly. Jf the
lines move too quickly, the formation "breaks and exhibits
great and dangerous undulations."” Halleck also warmed
against commanders detaching too much of their force as
skirmishers. Although well written, it i3 doubtful that
many future Civil War commanders were familiar with
Halleck's book. Halleck was aware of this fact and wrote:
There are 1innumerable works in almost every language cn
elementary tactics; very few persons, however, care to
read any thing further than the [drill] manuals used in
our own service.23
In summary. the common theme of the military

theoris .3 between the wars was the emphasis on the offense

over the defense as the decisive form of warfare. The
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musket and the bayonet were the main weapons of the infantry

and close order formations were required. The uce of loose
order was minimized except for its limited traditional
skirmish role. Finally, an entrenchad enemy could be
overcome by a spirited bayonet asgssault.z2+

With the introduction of the rifle a new tactical
manual was required. Scott's three volume manual was
republished in 1852, 1857, 1860 and 1861, but never revised.
In 1855 the War Department endorsed Major William J.

Hardee's two volume manual, Rifle and Light Infantry

Tactics. Scott's third volume would stil! be in effece for
large formations. Hardee made significant changes to
Scott's system, the greatest being to increase the rate of
advance. Hardee accomplished this by introducing the
"double gquick time" and the "run" as standard step rates.
Hardee's double quick time increased the step to
thirty~three inches at 163 steps per minute.2°

The purpose behind Hardee's incree<~ in speed and
step was to get the formation through the increased kill
zone faster than the old tactics. The new kill zone,
expanded by the rifle. was increased to five-hundred vards.
This meant that the advancing formation was subject to ten
volleys of accurate rifled fire. 1In the past they had had
only three volleys of inaccurate musket fire with which to
content with. Hardee also shortened the time it took for
column to deploy into « line formaticn. This would ease the
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movement on the battlefield and eliminate the halts required
in Scott's manual. Hardee's "little book” was in the hand
of most commanders at the start of the war.2¢

Both =sides entered the Civil War full of confidence
with expectations of a quick victory. The telling effect of
the rifle would quickly change that outlook. Casualty tolls
reflected what advancing technology had done to war. "The
tactical offensive proved to be a costly undertaking against
defenders armed with accurate-firing rifled weapons.27?

The basic offensive formation during the Civil war.
like the Mexican-American War, was the two line formation.
Distances between the lines were dependent on the
circumstances of the battlefield. In theory. this allowed
firepower to be extended on a brcad front with the
sustaining power of a second line close by. In practice,
the first line was quickly reduced by rifle fire. This
result caused commanders to shorten the distance between
lines and even attack with successive iines. A company at
full strength occupied a frontage ~»f about twenty-seven
vyards in the line of battle formation. A regiment of ten

companies would have a frontage of about three hundred yards

and a brigade of four regiments had approximately a frontage

of 1,300 vyards. A d.vision attacking in a column of
brigades formation had a front nearly three—quarter of a
mile long. The ranks could fire by volley or file but most
often fired when the individual was ready.=®
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The attack with a siiccession of lines was the most
tvpical assault formation used in the Civil War. The attack
with successive lines increased depth and sustaining power.
"The lines varied greatly in width and in the distance at
which they followed one another."2® The distance between
lines could vary from fifty to three-hundred yards., but the
most common was 150 yards. The distance between soldiers
and ranks had not changed from the Mexican-American War.
However, the attack in successive lines greatly confused
command and control and resulted in high casualty rates.
This technique was used by the Confederates at the Battle of
Shiloh and Murfreesboro, anc¢ by the Union forces at
Antietam. 2°

The attack in succession of rushes was a tactical
innovation only bri~fly experimented with prior to the
Battle of Chickamauga. This technique was used at the
Battle of Fort Donelson on 15 February 1862. A brigade
cons:3ting of two regiments attacked in succession of two
lines. Skirmishers were advanced in front of the brigade as
the men lay down in line of battle. The two lines rushed
forward and absorbed the skirmish line. When the enemy fire
was effective the brigade again laid down and opened fire.
When the enemy fire slackened the brigade again rose up and
rushed forward. This technique was far in advance for its

time .21
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The other tactic in use, although criticized by
inter-war tactical theory, was the column formaticn. The
intention of the column formation was to throw maximum force -
on a narrow front to gain penetration. The column
formation's major advantage was penetrating power. The
column formation's wzakness was its lack of firepower. The
column fermation had some limited success prior to the
Battle of Chickamauga but proved very costly. The use of
successive lineg was an attempt tc benefit from the
firepower advantage of the traditional line formation as
well as adding depth and mass to gain some shock impact of
the column formation. Both the line and column formaticn
were unable to overcor> the defensive firepower of the
rifle.23

The major decision for the Civil War commanders was
whether to attack using a column or line. A division
commander had several options based on the tactical
situation and terrain. He could place his division in line
of battle with all brigades in a single line. A corps could
also place all its divisions in a single line. This
techinique was used by the Confederate forces at the Battile
of Shiloh. A division could also be arrayed with its
brigades in columr. Or. a mixture of formations could be
used. The division commander could array his first two
brigades in two successive lines and the third brigade with

its regiments 1 closed column of companies. Columns could
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be closed or open depending on the spacing between units.
The most common maneuver was the movament from a rcad in
column of fours to a line feormation in an open field facing
the enemy. A technique often employed by brigade commanders
was the assighment of one of the subordinate regiments as
the "battalion of direction."” This was a control measure
used by the brigade commander to assist in the command and
control of his unit. All regiments were to align and move
based on the actions of the regiment assigned this
mission.>>

The differences between the Civil War and the
Mexican—American War were many. Formations had to deploy at
greater distances from the enemy because of the effects of
the rifle., Also, the size of the skirmish formations used
in advance of units increased throughout the Civil War.
Another techrique used in response to the rifle was lying
down in line of battle. This helped to protect the line
from some fire but complicated the already difficult process .
of loading. The drill for passage of lines required by the
manuals was found in practice to be impossible. Civil War
units found a simple method of passing one unit through
another lying on the ground in line of battle. The
technique used that was to characterize future war was the
practice of erecting breastworks. As the war progressed the
individual soldier., more so than his leader, began to

appreciate terrain and the protection it could provide in
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both the offense and defense. As a result of the rifle the
bayonet lost its preeminent role in battle. Although its
use was still proclaimed, in reality it reverted to simple
utilitarian purposes rather the- .o an instrument of war.®*<
Artillery, so highly regarded in the war with Mexico,
was less effective in the Civil War. With the added range
of the rifle, the artillery could no longer push forward in
the offense. When artillery tried to advance as it had done
in the Mexican War it soon found itself in trouble because
of the capabilities of the new rifle. However, artillery in
close range defense devastated the close ordered formations
of the attacker. Artillery had thus been relegated
primarily to the defense. With the North's mighty
industrial base the Union artillery enjoyed a marked

advantage over its counterpart throughout the war. >33

The cavalry arm was perhaps the arm most affected by

the advance in technology. Cavalry was virtually driven to
the fringes of the close combat hattlefield. &As a result
cavalry became preoccupied with reconnaissance, security,
raiding and economy of force roles. Cavalry would fight
most often dismounted. By the time of the Battle of
Chickamauga Confederate cavalry was no longer preemilnent.
Again the North's industrial and logistical base was coming
into play. The North's remount capability along with the
fact it was able to equip 1ts cavalry with breachloaders and
repeaters was having its effect.>2¢
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Shortly after the start of the Civil War, it was
quickly realized that Hardee's first and second volumes did
not work in conjunction with Scott's third volume. The

publication in 1862 of William Duffield's, School of the

Brigade. provid:d commanders of brigade and higher
organizations with a manual compatible with Hardee's. John

Richardson's, Infantry Tactics. provided compatibility with

Hardee for use by Confederate forces.3”

On the Northern side of the Civil War, there was
dissatisfaction with the primary tactical manual having been
written by a Southern general (Hardee). This problem was
resolved by the publication of Silas Casy's three volume

manual. Infantry Tactics, in August 1862. This manual

provided a Northern author and a complete work from
individual to large unit organizations. Casy'’'s manual
simplified the procedure for moving from a column to a line
formation and also extended the interval between brigades
from Scott's twenty -two to 150 paces.>®

In conclusion, the war with Mexico. although a useful
combat experience for the leadership of the Civil War, was
misleading and provided a deceptive and dangerous model.
The years between the Mexican War and the beginning of the

Civil War demonstrated only minor modifications to tactical

doctrine based on technological advances. Tactical theory

reinforced the lessons of the Mexican War. In the Civil
War, few changes were made to infantry offensive tactics.

24




In either published tactical doctrine or its application in
the field. On the other hand. the defense became stronger
through the increasing use of field entrenchments. Li:tl~
modification was made to the tactical dectriane dur: g the
first years of the Civil War. The changes that were made
were for consistency and for ideoslogy rather than a reaction
to battlefijield conditions. The next chapter will show this
premise to be true. The Civil War battlefield was a deadly
place, with casualty rates far greater than in the Mexican
War. The tactical offense was an extremely costly affair

even when successful.<®
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CHAPTER 2

AN OVERVIEW OF THE CHICKAMAUGA CAMPAIGN AND BATTLE

Although historians may disagree on which Civil War
battle was the most decisive, most would agree that the
latter part of 1863 was the most critical time period,
encompassing the battles of Gettysburg. Vicksburg and
Chickamauga. Meade's victory over Lee at Gettysburg pushed
the southern invader back. and destroyed the myth of Lee's
invincibility. Grant's victory at Vicksburg brought the
strategic goal of controlling the Mississippi River into
reality. Rosecrans' virtually bloodless victory during the
Tullahoma Campaign succeeded in hurling Bragg from Tennessee
without a substantial fight. To the politicai leadership in
Washington the gtage was set for complete and decisive
victory and an end to the war. It was thought that if
Rosecrans could defeat Bragg decisively in bhattle the war
could be ended by vear's end.?

To the Southern political leadership this was also a
critical period. Lee's defeat, together with the loss of
the Missgissippi and Bragg'3s move out of Tennessee. brought
depression throughout the South. To many the end was near at
hand. To the Southern leaders only victory could reverse
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their dilemma. A battlefield victory was necessary to
distract attention away from recent setbacks. For this
reason Jefferson Davis decided to shift forces from the
Eastern Theater and reinforce Bragg's army. Two divisions
from Longstreet's Corps of Lee's army were sent west by
rail. Both commanders were being pressured for action.
Because most actions along the other fronts had quieted,
this campaign became the focal point of attention.?2

Rosecrans proved to be a skillful practitioner of the
operational level of war. The campaign objective for
Rosecrans was Chattanooga, which was the gateway to the
interior of Georgia and the heartland of the South.
Chattanooga was the center of an expansive rail network and
both sides realized its strategic importance. (See fig. 3)
Similar to the Tulluhoma campaign, Rosecrans was able to
feint in one direction, northeast of Chattanocoga, while
moving his main force southwest and crossing the Tennessee
River below the city. This skillful maneuver caused Bragg
to withdraw from Chattanocoga or risk having his lines of
support severed. Rosecrans. not satisfied with the
accomplishment of his campaign goal, which was the
occupation of Chattanooga, moved in purcsuit of Bragg's army.
Rosecrans was under the impression that the Confederate army
was in headlong flight. By the first week of September

Rosecrans' army was spreed over a forty mile front.?
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Figure 3. Map of Cam rea
(Reprinted from, Battles and Leaders. 640.)

Bragg was, in fact, not retreating. He was
consoliidating twenty—-five miles southeast of Chatanooga 1in
the vicinity of LaFayette, Georgia. Bragg also was
receiving reinforcements from east Tennessee, Mississippi
and addirional forces were enroute from Virginia by reil.
Now with superiority in numbers and the wide dispersion of

he Federal forces to his advantage, the 1pnitiative was in
Bragg's hands. Bragg attempted to trap one of Rosecrans'
corps at Dug Gap but failed in the attempt. Stewart's
Division, a part of Buckier's Corps. was a participant in
this potentially decisive action.(see fig. 4) Bragg's

poor relationship with his uubordinates was a primary reason
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for this failure. Bragg's attempt alerted Rosecrans to the
fact that Bragg was not in retreat. Seeing his error,

Rosecrans quickly attemgted to concentrate his army before

Bragg could act again. Bragg would wait five days before

attacking, allowing Rosecrans to consolidate the majority of

his forces.=#
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Figure 4. Dug Gap
(Reprinted. by permission, from, Tucker, Chickamauga.




With the failure at Dug Gap Bragg's weak command
structure had finally collapsed. Bragg had lost confidence
in all three of his corps commandcrs; Polk, Buckner and
Hill. The opportunity to again strike at the dispersed
Federals was present but Bragg chose not to do so. By 13
September., three Confederate corps were located at Rock
Springs Church. Within easy striking distance five miles
across the Chickamauga Creek was a Federal corps. Ten miles
away were more Federals in McLemore's Cove and thirty miles
away more were located at Alpine. However, Bragg chose to
pull his forces back to l.aFayette and the initiative was
passed to Rosecrans. A paralysis seemed to overtake the
Confederate forces between 13 and 16 September. Information
on the location of Federal forces was extremely poor and
confusing. The hunter became the hunted &s Bragg recoiled
in fear of Federal action and at the demise of his own
command structure. Rosecrans took this opportunity to begin
concentrating his forces.®

Bragg was slow to begin action again. On the
fifteenth of September he held a council of war with his

co1 ps comnanders. They agreed to a plan to outflank the

Federals to the north and get betweern them and Chattanooga.

Orders were finally issued on the gixteenth for a march to
begin on the seventeenth. However, a few hours prior to the
movement, Bragg countermanded the order. More time was
given to the Federals to concentrate their torces. Bragg
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worked throughout the night of the seventeenth revising his
plan and shifting his crossing locations on the Chickamauga.
Again, Bragg again revised his plan on the eighteenth of
September. This hastily made plan was faulty in both enemy
and friendly locations and the ensuing confusion took most

of the day to unravel. It was late afternocon before the

Confederates arrived at their crossing sites on Chickamauga

Creek. The Federal forces were farther north than Bragg had
anticipated. Both sides were to ccllide unexpectedly on the
morning of the nineteenth of September.®

In summary., during this cazmpaign Rosecrans had
quickly gained the initiative, deftly maneuvered his forces
and gained his objective. His decision to move on in
pursuit was, from the advantage of hindsight, incorrec*.
Bragg's failure to take advantage of Rosecrans' mistake cost
him the opportunity of striking Rosecrans when he was most
vulnerable.?

Chickamauga was the largest battle of the Western
Theater and the bloodiest two day battle of the war. The
Battle of Chickamauga has been characterized as a soldiers
fight. The courageocus. skillful and desperate fighting of
the individual soldiers can be contrasted against inept and
criminal leadership. It was one of the most strongly
contested battles of the war. The clogely wooded terrain
made it both a confusing and difficult battle to fight and
control. The battle toock place in mid--September and was
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characterized by warm dry days with cool nights, with the

night of 19 September being extremely cold.8
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(Reprinted by permission of Louisiana State University Press
from Autumn of Glory:

Thomas Connelly.

The Army of Tennessee,
University Press,

1862-1865 by
Copyright (¢} 1971 by Loulisiana State
204.)

The battlefield area (see fig.

5) is bisected by the
north to sovth direction of the LaFayette Road.

This road
would eventually mark the trace of the Union line.

Further
to the east ran the Chickamauga Creek with several bridges

and ford sites within the area. The most dominating or key
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terrain in the area was the Horseshoe Ridge/Snodgrass Hill
complex. The entire area was heavily wooded with few fields
or open areas. Farther to the west is the large ridge-line
of Missionary Ridge with several passes controlling access
into the area. Artillery fields of fire were iimited to the
open fields and cleared high ground.”®

The battle was fought between General Rosecrans' Army
of the Cumberland 56,965 strong and General Bragg's Army of
Tennessee approximately 66,000 strong(see appendix for order
of battle). Just prior to and during the battle Bragg
received reinforcements from the Army of Northern Virginia
(portions of Longstreet's Corps). General Rosecrans was not
aware of these reinforcements until after the battle had
begun. 1°

On the eighteenth of September both sides began their
movements that would result in the Battle of Chickamauga.
Bragg after allowing the Union forces four critical days to
concentrate,, moved his forces north and attempted to cross
to the west side of Chickamauga Creek. Rosecrans attempted
to delay Bragg at the crossing sites while concentrating his
or the impending battle. DBragg's plan was to place
his forces between Rosecrans and Chattanocoga. This would
cut Rosecrans' lines of communications and force a decisive
battle or Federal withdrawal. On the other hand. Rosecrans
realized that he was overextended and was desperately trying

to prevent Bragg from accompl.shing his goal. By the
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evening of the eighteenth some of Bragg's forces were across
the Chickamauga Creek(see fig. 6). Elements of Stewart's

Division were a part of these forces.1?

Figure 6. Battle Map
(Reprinted. by permission. from Tucker. CWTI. 15 )

The battle on the nineteenth was a classic meeting
engagement. Each side was unclear as to enemy situation and
locations. Both sides were on the move and the situation

fluid. D the
his plan. The fighting began in the northern part of the
battle field with the successive introducticn of forces into

the battle. General Thomas., Union XIV Corps commander,

continued to reinforce the Union left. Initially fighting

with Brannan's division. he then reinforced it with
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Baird's and Johnsol.'s divisions. On the Confederate side,

Brannan's division had initially fought with walker's Corps.

which was later reinforced by Cheatham's Division around

noon.*3 (gee fig. 7)

Figure 7. Battle Map
(Reprinted, by permission, from Tucker, CWII, 21.)
During the early afternoon the fighting intensified
and both army commanders were unclear about the actual
gituation. The Union added Palmer's and Reynolds' divisions
to the fray. At this p.int, Bragy ordered A. P. Stewart's
Division to join the action. Stewart, taking advantage of a
gap in the Union line, was able to penetrate across the La-
Fayette Road and disperse thc Union forces in the area.
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However, without adequate support, he was forced to retire
with the arrival of Federal reinforcements(Negley's and
Brannan's divisions). With the repulse of Stewart's attack,
General Ilood's Division(part of Londgstreet's Corpsi went

into the attack. Sheridan and Wood's divisions held against

Hood's attack and the assault was broken off .12 (See fig. 8)
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Figure 8. Battle Map
(Reprinted. by permission. from Tucker. CWTI. 24.)

The fighting continued into the early evening.
Reverting to his original plan, Bragg ordered Cleburne's and
Cheatham's divisions to once again attack the Federal left
flank. It was Thomas's corps that was defending on the

Federal left. Expecting this subsequent attack. he




fortified his position with breastworks and the attack was
repulsed. (see fig. 8). This completed the major fighting on
the nineteenth. The night was spent in preparation for the
next day's battle. The Union forces fortified their
positions and concentrated their forces throughout the
night. Union forces suffered greatly throughout the cold
night because of a lack of water. The wounded on both
sides, left on the field between the lines, also suffered
greatly. 1<

Confederate fortunes were enhanced with the arrival
of LTG James Longstreet's force from the Eastern Theater.
Longstreet found Bragg. who explained the plan of attack for
the next day. The Confederate army was divided into two
wings. The right wing was to be commanded by Lieutenant
General Polk and the left wing by Lieutenan! General
Longstreet. Buckner's Corps, including Stewart's Division,
was part of Longstreet's wing. Bragg's intention continued
to be to turn the Federal left. The attack was to begin at
dawn, starting with Polk's wing and proceeding in succession
through Longstreet's wing. Unknown to the commanders was
the fact that the Confederate left and right wings
overlapped. Stewart's Division was the element from the
left wing in front of the flank of the right wing.1>

The usual command problems plaguing the Confederate
army were found at play again on the morning of the
twentieth. Polk's attack was delayed and when he finally
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attacked it was piecemeal. Bragg. frustrated by Polk's
delay, ordered a general attack along the front which
included Stewart's Division. Stewart attempted to clear the
confusion between the army wings and was repulsed in an
attack against the fortified Union line.(see fig. 9) During
this period of time Rcsecrans received information of a gap
in his lines. Actually, the gap did not exist and the
division reported to be missing was actually deployed in the
woods and could not easily bhe seen. An order was issued to
Wood's division but the intent was misunderstood. This
resulted in Woed pulling his division out of line and

creating a real gap in the Union lines.1s

Figure 9. Battle Map
(Reprinted. by permission, from Tucker. CWTI, 28.)
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At this critical juncture by sheer luck Longstreet
launched his attack. The right wing of the Federal line
rollanscd - Ccr the onslaught of Longstreet's attack. Some
Union forces swung back onto the flank of the Union left and
occupied Snodgrass Hill, while others broke and ran in
disorder. Thomas took control of the Union left and
organized the defense., determined to hold his position. (see
fig. 10) Rosecrans was swept up in the rush to the rear.

He finally decided to go back to Chattancoga to organize the
defense., believing all had been lost at Chickamauga. Polk
continued his ineffective attacks on the Union left while
Longstreel continued to hammer at Snodgrass Hill.

Longstreet was later to claim a total of twenty-five

assaults against this hill.?
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Figure 10. Battle Map
(Reprinted. by permission. from Tucker, CWTI. 32.)
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Thomas' pesition was saved by the timely arrival of
reserves. Granger's reserve Union corps. acting without
ordars, came to Thomas' assistance with Stedman's division
and critical ammunition resupply. Thomas continued to hold
well into the late afternoon. He received orders from
Rosecrans to begin withdi~awal at nightfall. At dusk
Stewart's Division was ordered once again into the attack
just as the Union forces were beginning thcair
withdrawal. (S5ee fig. 11) Stewart's forces assisted in the
final push and captured many of the romaining Laion forces,

artillery and large stocks of arms ar.d ~quipment . **®

Figure 11. Battle sMap
(Reprinted, by permission, from Tucker, CWTI, 42.)

On the Twenty-first, Bragqg. despite the council of

his subordinates, failed to conduct a pursuit of Rosecrans'
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forces. Thus the opportunity to gain a truly decisive

victory was lost. This battle would cost the Confederacy a

tremendous loss of life, a loss they could no longer afford.

The next chapter will look at Stewart and his division in

more detail.i®
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CHAPTER 3

OLD STRAIGHT AND HIS LITTLE GIANTS

R. P. STEWART: THE MAN AND HIS UNIT

Major General Alexander P. Stewart. known as "Old
Straight' by his men., is regarded by some historians as the
best division commander on the field at Chickamauga. His
divigsion would claim the opening and closing shots of the
battle. On the nineteenth of September 1863, his division,
acting independently, would pierce the Union line. It would
take the better part of the Confederate army to repeat his
performance on the next day. To analyze the tactical
employment of Stewart's Division it is necessary to first
study the experiences of Stewart and his division prior to
tne battle. Thiy chagtcr gprovides the hiatorical background
of Stewart and his division.

Alexander Peter Stewart was born on 2 October 1821,
in Rogersvilile, Tennessee. His ancestry. like many who
settled the early frontier. was of Scots-Irish ¢ 'scent. He
wa - one of sixteen children. His early education. from 1827

to 1831, was conducted in a primitive lcg cabin. In 1831.
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the family moved to Winchester, Tennessee. Stewart attended
Carrick Academy from 1831-1838 taking up residence with his
wealthy uncle. On 1 July 1838, he entered the United States
Military Academy. On 1 July 1842, he graduated twelfth in &
class of fifty-six. Included in his list of roommates were
James Longstreet and William S. Rosecrans. Stewart got
along well with all his fellow students except for William
T. Sherman. In later life he would remark. "...Sherman was
an able student but no gentleman."?®

Upon graduation, his first assignment was to the
Third Arti' ry(Braxton Bragg's regiment), at Fort Macon.
Beaufort, North Carolina. In 1843. he was recalled to West
Point to be an assistant professor of mathematics. On 31
May 1845, he resigned his commission and became a professor
at Cumberliand University, Lebanon, Tennessee. On 27 August
1845, he married Harriet Chase from New London, Connecticut
Stewart taught at Cumberland University, from 1845 to 1849.
In 1847, Stewart’'s mother died and his father re married.?

In 1849, Professcr Stewart went to the University of
Nashville. Bushrod Johnson. future subordinate and fellow
divisicon commander at Chickamauga, was also on the faculty
After one yvear Stewart returned to Cumberland University.
In 1854. he again spent a vear at Nashville and also served
as a city surveyor. In 1856. Stewart was offered a

chancellorship but declined., preferring to stay "close to
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his students." He returned to Cumberland University until :
the outbreak of the war. Stewart was held in high esteem by
the students. involving himself in their religious and
personal lives.?
From the moment he was eligible Stewart consistently

voted the Whig ticket. He strongly opposed slavery and
relieved secession was unwise, even though constitutional.
"Stewart voted against Tennessee's leaving the Union."<
When the Civil War began Stewart volunteered and was
commissioned a Major in the Artillery Corps of Tennessee.
He was first assigned to Fort Pillow along the Mississippi
River above Memphis., Tennessee. There he organized and
commanded the Tennessee Artillery Battalion. On 15 August
1861, Stewart was mustered into Confederate service. For
Stewart's action during the early Battle of Belmont, he was -
commended by his superiors. General Polk in his report
gtated:

...to Majecr A. P. Stewart, who directed the artillery in

the fort(Columbus), I am particularly indebted for
skill and judgement manifested in the service of the

guns. General McCown reported: The heavy battery under e
the command of Major A. P. Stewart rendered effective )
service...B
n £ e e Jis Pp— [P Y A o e A Ay - ~ | R - 1Mo — S
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Stewart was promoted to brigadier general. Just prior to
his promotion. Maj)or Stewari and General Polk were 1nvo!ved
in an accident caused by an exploding gun and ammunition

magazine. Both escaped uninjured. On 26 February. Stewart
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was detached from Columbus and sent to New Madrid, Missouri.
Stewart was involved in actions to check the advance of
General Pope's forces. Next, at Corinth, Miss.ssippi. ne
was assigned as a brigade commander in Clark's Division of
Polk's Corps. Later, Stewart was in the Battle of Shiloh.®

The Battle of Shiloh was the first great pitched
battle of the Civil War in the Western Theater of
operations. 1In Polk's report of tre battle, Stewart was
commended for leading his brigade from the front and gained
a good reputation from both days actions. Stewart took part
in the bloody attack against the "Hornet's Nest." In this
battle Stewart participated in an attack with four corps 1n
successive lines.(see fi1g. 12) The attack was made over
broken, wooded and difficult terrain. The corps line was
three miles in length. Stewart agssumed temporary command of
a divigion during this battle. It was here that Stewart
gained insights into the command and control problems
associated with this tactical formation and the difficulties
of attacking in close terrain.?

Stewart's next major action was the Battle of

Perryville. Kentucky. In August Bragg's army crossed the
Tennessee. and moved north. Stewart was now in Cheatham's
Division of Polk's Corps. In this battle Cheatham's

Division conducted an attack in column of brigades. The
brigades of Donelson. Stewart and Maney attacked across
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UNION UNITS AT DAWN
5] CONPEDENATE UNITS AT DAWN
[D CONFEDERATE ADVANCE

BATTLE OF SHILOH. Apnié, 1862

Figure 12.
(Copyright ¢.1969, Cclumbia UP. Used by permission.)

difficult terrain and pusined the enemy left flank back about

a mile.(see fig. 13) Bragg reported: "This charge of these
brigades was cne of the most heroic and brilliant movements

of the war . "®
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Figure 13.
(Copyright ¢.1969, Columbia UP. Used by permission.)

Murfreesboro was the next major action for Stewart
and his brigade. Polk's Corps was arrayed in two successive
lines of battle, with Stewart's Brigade in the second line.
Bragg ordered Polk to attack and execute a difficult right
wheeling movement. He also required them to keep up the
touch of the elbows to the right to keep the line
unbroken. (see fig. 14) The Confederates found it impossible
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to maintain this alignment. Several desperate attacks were

made and both sides 1n this battle sustained heavy losses.




Bragg was subsequently forced to retreat. Stewart was again
commended in Polk's report of this battle.?®
Prior to the Battle of Chickamauga. Stewart was

assigned tc¢ Hardee's Corps. On 5 June 1863, Stewart was

promoted to brigadier general and given command of a
division. In August Hardee was replaced by Hill. On 3
September, Stewart and his division were transferred to
Buckner's Corps for the Battle of Chickamauga. In the
movements prior to the battle Stewart's Division was
continually given a pogition of honor and responsibility in
the march formations, such as advance guard and lead
element .1°

"Stewart was a man of high attainment both as soldier
and educator."*< He helieved in talking directly to his
soldiers and placed great reliance on perscnal
relationships. Prior to the war he was widely revered by
his students and this continued during tle war with his
soldiers. "0ld Straight,"” with his ramrod posture, was
never self aggrandizing. He was complimentary of his
subordinate leaders and staff and specially recognized his
soldiers. He did not call attention to himself or his
actions. Even his writings about the Battle ot Chickamauga
did not mention his own name.!?2

In an army characterized by bitter infightiivy and
personal bias, Stewart seemed to have been universally lteld
in high regard. His actions were praigsed 1in all his
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superiors battle reports, from Bragg through Buckner. At
the time of the Battle of Chickamauga. Stewart was forty—two
years of age and in good health. During the battle he was
early to rise, always present at the critical point of
action, mentally alert and flexible in action.3

In summary., A. P. Stewart was professional and
reliable. He possessed that unique sense cf duty akin to
Robert E. Lee. He had no Mexican War experience, although
he was West Point trained. Having been originally an
artillery officer. he understood the capabilities and
limitations of those weapons. His leadership style put him
forward i1in the fight and made him respected and revered by
his troops. His military experience prior to Chickamauga
exposed him to different tactical formations. He witnessed
the devastating effects of artillery at Belmont. At Shiloh,
he saw the limitations of extended linear tactics. the
effects of clove terrain, and the devastation wrought by the
new rifle. Perryville showed the capabilities or a division
attacking in a column of brigades. Murfreesboro exhibited
the necessity of 3implicity on the battlefield, the futility
of attempting parade ground formations and fancy wheeling
movements on the battlefield. Jtewart had earned his
respected position in the Army of Tennegsee.

When Buckner assumed command of his corps on the
third of September, he issued a general order to his new
command prior to the Battle of Chickamauga.

37




In this order he addressed Stewart's Division;

To the veterans of Stewart's Division he would say: you
are associated with younger troops. it is true., than
yourselves, but with soldiers who will imitate your most
gallant deeds.*=
There is little written about Stewart's staff at the
time of the Battle of Chickamauga. Stewart. in his report
of the battle., mentioned several of his staft and commended
their actions. Two of Stewart's sons were serving on his
staff. The youngest was age seventeen and served as aide de
camp. During the battle Stewart used his staff to assist in
command and control, in liaison. as couriers and in the more -
traditional support and logistical actions. Stewart's staff
was broken down into several sections. There was a close
inner circle of aides and assistants to handle paperwork,
household duties and to serve as couriers. An adjutant
general section handled correspondence and administrative
actions. The inspector general section monitored discipline
and drill while the quartermaster general section was broken
down into subsistence and ordnance. Stewart also used a N
chief of artillery. surgeon and several medical officers.tS
Stewart's Division was organized similar to others 1n
the Army of Tennessee and the Western Theater of operations.
He had four infantry brigades, four artillery batteries and
an attached escort company of cavalry and his staff.

Similar to the practice 1n most armies in the Western
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Theater, Stewart usually lask organized his artillery down

to brigade level prior to battle. The composition of his

division prior to the battle 1is shown below:1%
STEWART'S DIVISION
ESCORT

FQULE'S CO. MISSISSIPPI CAVALRY

JOHNSON'S BRIGADE

(DETACHED)

BATE'S BRIGADE

58TH ALABAMA
37TH GEORGIA
4TH GEORGIA BN (SHARPSHOOTERS)
15/37TH TENNESSEE

20TH TENNESSEE

BROWN 'S BRIGADE

18TH TENNESSEE
26TH TENNESSEE
32D TENNESSEE
45TH TENNESSEE

23D TENNESSEE BN




CLAYTON'S BRIGADE

'8TH ALABAMA
36TH ALABAMA

38TH ALABAMA

ARTILLERY

YORK'S GFORGIA BATTERY

(DETACHED WITH JOHNSON'S BDE)

15T ARKANSAS BATTERY

(ATTACHED TO CLAYTON'S BDE)

DAWSON'S GEORGIA BATTERY

(ATTACHED TO BROWN'S BDE)

EUFAULA ALABAMA BAITTERY

(ATTACHED TO BATE'S BDE)

Jnit strength, going into the Battle of Chickamauga, 12 as

shown in Table 1.

Stewart's Division was outfitted similar to most

units 1n the Western Thealter, with a mixture 2f both rifles

a.ad muskets. For both sides, Urion and Confederate. the

western armies were on the bottom of the supply priority.

Stewart's Divigsion was cne—~third to one-half musket

equipped.

Brigadier General Brown, one of Stewart's brigade
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TABLE 1. (Reprinted, from Q.R., XXX., Pt. 2, 288, 373. 404.)
Tabular statement of the number of o and men carried into the battle o ¥
Chickamaugu by the regiments of Hate's brigade on each day of the fight. 4
Beptember 18.
: | 1,188
Tabular statement of the effective strength of Drown's bri ; o
of Sep'ember 19, 1888,
¥
43th Tennessee, Oolonel Beaivy. ..
SNewman's battalion, Major NEWIAD. ..........coviiiroafoeron i fonnnns
(1ncloaure No. 8]
Tabular statement of the effective strength of Broun's brigade on the morning
of Sunday, September 20, 1863.
. Report of number of guns and of officers oarried into battle on the 19th dnd 20th
e tnstant by Clayton's brigade.
Battle of 19th. Battle of 20th.
) Regtments. 'l , £ - 3
| BB gl E
St 3 S < <) c <
THEh ALRDRIIA ... ... 0 o] &7 281 = 0
Suth Alabama . ...... Lol 01 M| e = =
Alabama. .ol 1 D, %0 314 17 81
TOWl .. 1,%2 u{ L4 on o | [
. . 6 1




commanders, stated that his *rigade was about one-—third
equipped with muskets but following their first attack they
outfitted with Enfields picked up from the battlefield.
Stewart's ammunition expenditure report (see Table 2) showed
a high proportion of .69 caliber musket ammunition. It 1s
probaple that this musket ammunition was "buck n'ball. a
combination of ball and buckshot ammunition. very effective

at cloge range.

TABLE 2.
(Reprinted from, QO.R.. XXX, Pt. 2, 148.)

S| 3, & (48 &% (%% |4, @

BoLE e L By

Command. %gg 85 | &g éé és gig 65 ¢§

L p-1 &8s . H < |z

LR A R
Brbdedn L D) e B2 B ) m T

Recapitulation of small-arms ammunition.

Stewart's artillery. like most Confederate artillery
organizations. was a mixture of different types. The
Euf .ula Battery had four three—inch riflad guns. The lst
Arkansas and Dawson's batteries were a mixture of two

twelve—pound Napolecons and twe twelve-pound Howitzers

Brigadier General William Brimage Bate commanded
Stewart '~ aggressive veteran unit. Of the three brigade
commanders and the division commander. Bate was the only one
with Mexican War experience. Bate was born on 7 October
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1826, in Bledsoe's Lick. Tennessee. During the Mexican War
he initiaily served as a private and latter served as a
first lieutenant in the 3d Tennesscee Infantry. After the

war he became editor of a newspaper in Gallatin, Tennessee.
From 1847 to 1849. he was a member of the Tennessee State
House. He received his law degree irom Lebanon University
in 1852. From 1854 to 1860, he worked as an attorney in the
Nashville District. By nature he was a staunch
secessionist.1s

After the outbreak of the Civil War, Bate once again
enlisted as a private. He later rose to the rank of colonel
and commanded the 2d Tennessee Infantry. He initially
served in Virginia and participated in the Battle of First
Bull Run before heing sent west. He was severely wounded in
the leg in the Battle of Shiloh in early 1862. Following
the injury he had garrison duty at Huntsville, Alabama while
he recovered from these wounds. On 3 October 1862, he was
promoted to brigadier general. He commanded a brigade 1in
Stewart's Division and participated in the Tullahoma

Campaign pricor to Chickamauga. Bate was brave to the point

of recklessness ¢~ the battlefield. In the Chickamauga
Campaign. prior to the actual battle, Bate's Brigadc
conducted repeated assaults into Hoover's Gap against troops
outfitted with Spencer repeating rifles. Bate was
thirty-seven years of age at the time of the Battle of
Chickamauga.t?®
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Brigadier General John Calvin Brown commanded
Stewart 's veteran Tennessee brigade. Brown was born in
Giles County, Tennessee, on 6 January 1827. He graduated
from Jackson College in 1846 and was admitted to the Pulaski
bar in 1848. He was a Presbyterian and a Whig. In 1860 he
became active inr politics. Brown had just returned from an
extended European trip when the war broke out. He enlisted
as a private in the Confederate Army. On 16 May 1861, he
was made Colonel of the 3d Tennessee Infantry. Sent to
reinforce Fort Donelson he was captured with the garrison
and exchanged in August 1862. On August 30, he was promoted
to brigadier general and took command of a brigade in
Buckner's Division. He tought under Bragg in Kentucky and
Tennessee and was wounded at the Battle of Perryville. 1In
February 1863, he and his brigade joined Stewart's Division
for the Tullahoma Campaign. Brown was thirty-six years of
age at the time of the battle. 3°

Birigadier General Henry DeLamar Clayton commanded
Stewart's '"green" Alabama brigade. Chickamauga was the
first major action for this brigade. Clayton was born in

Athens, Georgia, on 7 March 1827. He was elected to the

atate legiqlafnre in 1857 and

,,,,,,,,,,,,, again in 1859, When war broke
out he enlisted in the Clayton Guards, a local militia unit,
and was sent to Pensacola. He rose to to the rank of
Colonel of the 1st Alabama Regiment. After ten months he
returned to Alabama and recruited the 39th Alabama Regiment.
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Clayton joinesd Bragg's 1862 Kentucky Campaign and was
sevel'ely wounded in the Battle of Murfreesboro in 1862. On
22 April 1863, while he recovered from wounds, he was

promoted to brigadier general and given command of an

Alabama brigade. In September 1863, he joined Stewart's
Divigion with his brigade. He was judged '"genial and
pleasant"” by his men. 'He himself was not afraid to go
where we were told to follow." Clayion was thirty—-six years
of age at the time of the battle.=2?

Each of Stewart's brigades had its own personality.
This was based on the experiences of the regiments and
separate battalions and batteries that comprised these
brigades. Leadership. prior battle experience, weaponry and
health conditions were all factors that went into the
development of this unit character. To better understand
the tactical movements of these organizations a review of
their histories prior to the Battle of Chickamauga 1is
necessary. In some instances there is little or no
information available.

BATE'S BRIGADE

58th Alabama, Colonel Bushrod Jones.

The 58th Alabama was originally organized with eight
companies as the Ninth Alabama Battalion in November 1861,
at Newborn, Alabama. The following spring the regiment
moved to Cornith and fought in the Battle of Shiloh. After

Shiloh, it participated in a number of skirmishes, suffered
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only with slight losses. The battalion was attrited heavily
by disease during its stay in Corinth and Tupelo. In the
summer of 1862 the battalion was sent to Mcbile for garrison
duty until April 1863. In April it joined Clayton's Brigade
and was involved in the action at Hoover's Gap and several
other smaller engagements. In July two additional companies
were added and the 58th Alabama regiment was formed. Upon
organization the regiment was moved to Bate's Brigade of
Stewart's Division.23

37th Georgia., Colonel A. F Rudler.

The 37th Regiment Georgia Infantry was formed in part
by the consolidation of the 3d and 9th Battalions Georgia
Infantry on 6 May 1863. The 9th Battalion had also been
known as the 17th Georgia Infantry. Both the 3d and 9th
battalions were veterans of the bloody Battle of
Murfreesboro. Soon after consolidation the 37th Georgia was
assigned to Bate's Brigade and involved in the engagement at
Hoover's Gap.23

4th Georgia Battalicn, Sharpshooters. Major T. D. Casewell.

The 4th Battalion Sharpshooters was organized from

elements of the 3d Georgia Infantry Battalion during the

spring of 1863. The battalion consisted of four companies
and was assigned to Bate's Brigade. The battalion joined
Bate's Brigade just in time to participate in the action at

Hoover's Gap.=2<
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15/37th Tennessee. Captain B. M. Turner/ Colonei. R. Tyler.
The 15th Tennessee Regiment was organized on 7 June
1851. at Jackson. Tennessge. In July the 15th totaled 744
men armed with flintlock muskets. The regiment fought in
the Battle of Shiloh where it sustained heavy losses of over
two-hundred killed and wounded. The regiment next fought in
the Battle of Perryville. Upon retreating from Kentucky to
Tullahoma the regiment fought in the Battle of Murfreesboro.
After this hard fought battle the regiment was reorganized
with the 37th Tennessee in June 1863. The 37th Tennessee
Regiment was first known as the 7th Tennessee Provisional
Army of the Confederate States. It was crganized on 10
October 1861, at Camp Ramsey, Tennessee. Originally the men
had wanted to be a rifle regiment but found the equipment
was lacking. On 6 April 1862. the regiment could hear the
sounds of the Battle of Shiloh but they were not employed.
Its next acticn was in the Battle of Perryville. They were
involved in a hard hand-to—-hand fight. The regiment moved
on to middie Tennessee and the Battle of Murfreesboro. It
sustained losses of about 50 percent killed and wounded
during the battle. On 9 June 1863. the 37th Tennessee, at a
strength of 484 men. was combined with the 15th Tennessee
then at 2 stre.gth of 10, This combination was not
we lcomed by either regiment. The combined regiments jcined

Bate's Brigade and were held in regerve during the
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engagement at Hoover's Gap. Following this engagement they
moved to Tyner's Station in preparation for the Chickamauga
Campaign. 23

20th Tennessee, Colonel Thomas B. Smith.

The 20th Tennessee Regiment was known as "Battie's
Regiment" and was organized in June 1861. at Camp Trousdale.
Tennessee just south of the Kentucky state line. In July
the 20th was 880 man strong and was equipped with flintlock
muskets. In August it was ordered to Knoxville. While 1in
Knoxville the 20th was involved in some minor skirmish
activity. On 18 January, the regiment was involved 1n heavy
action in the vicinity of Mill Springs located on the south
bank of the Cumberland River. The regiment sustained heavy
losges in this fight. The 20th moved ¢ to Murfreesboro
just prior to the Battle of Shiloh. It was here they
gratefully exchanged their flintlocks for Enfield rifles and
cartridges. The regiment was committed late on the first
day of the Battle of Shiloh. In October 1862. they returned
to Murfreesboro. Tennessee. The 20th was ordered to conduct
a difficult charge during the Battle of Murfreesboro. Out
of 320 men engaged they lost 178 killed and wounded. In
June the 20th joined Bate's Brigqade. The 20th next

participated in th Tullahoma Campaign and fought at Hoover's

Gap. From there it retreated bhack to Tyner's Station and

prepared for the Chickamauga Campaign.?2¢




Eufaula Alabama Battery Captain Mcdonald Oliver.

The Eufaula Battery was organized on 26 February
1862, at Eufaula. Alabama. The men came from Barbour and

adjolning counties. It was originally organized with six

guns and 262 personnel. The battery was assigned to the
Army of Tennessee and participated in the campaigns and
battles of this army prior to Chickamauga. After fighting
at the Battle ot Murfreesboro it was assigned to Stanford's
and then to Eldridge's Battalion of Artillery .27

BROWN'S BRIGADE

18th Tennessee. Colonel Joseph B. Palmer.

The 18th Tennessee Regiment was organized on 11 June
1861, in Camp Trousdale. Rutherford county. Tennessee where
it elected its officers. It remained in camp and drilled -
and disciplined until 17 September, when it was ordered to
Bowling Green. Kentucky. The 18th Tennessee. a part of
Buckner's Divigion, was sent to assist Fort Doneison. On 16
February 1862, the 18th Tennessee was surrendered along with
the garrison of Fort Donelson. The regiment was broken up
and sent to separate prison rcamps throughout the north.
After =six months in prison the regiment's troops were
paroled. reunited and sent to Knoxville. Upon learning of —
Bragg's withdrawal they were diverted and linked up at
Murfreesboro. There they joined up with Breckinridge's
Division. On the second day of battle the 18th took part in

a very bloody charge and suffered severe losses. The 18th
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performed well in this action and was accorded many
accolades. On 19 January 1863, the 18th was reported in
Brown's Brigade with 305 effectives. The regiment stayed
with Brown's Brigade through the remainder of the
Chickamauga Campaign. 38

26th Tennegssee, Colonel John M. Lillard.

The 26th Tennessee Regiment was organized on 6
September 1861, at Camp Lillard near Knoxville. Tennessee.
In late September it moved to Bowling Green. Kentucky and
organized with a brigade. The regiment assisted in building
fortifications in and around Bowling Green. In January it
was ordered to Russellville. Kentucky. In February the
regiment joined in the defense of Fort Donelson. 0Cn 16
February 1862, the 26th was surrendered along with the
entire garrison at Fort Donelson. The regiment was split up
and sent to separate prison camps. In September 1862. the
officers and men of the regiment were paroled. The regiment
wags reorganized in October and sent to Murfreeshoro. It was
placed 1n Brown's Brigade and fought in the four days Battle
of Murfreeshoro. It was part of Breckinridge's Division's
desperate charge and sustained heavy losses barely
recovering its colors from the field. In late June the 26th
took part in the action at Hoover's Gap. The regiment
remained with Brown's Brigade through the Tullahoma and

Chickamauga campaigns.3®
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32d Tennessee. Colonel Edmund C. Cook.

The 32d Tennessee Regiment was organized in the
aummer of 1861 at Camp Trousdale, Tennessee. In the early
fall the men were equipped with flintlock muskets. The 32d
wag later sent to support the defense of Fort Donelson. The
374 participated in some desperate fighting in the fort's
defengse. On 16 February 1862, the regiment stacked arms and
was surrendered along with the entire garrison of the fort.
The men of the regiment were separated and distributed
through many prison camps throughout the north. After six
months of confinement the men were paroled and sent to
Jackson, Mississippi. The 32d moved on to Murfreesboro and
began drilling and recruiting enlistments. The regiment
grew to eleven-hundred officers and men primed for battle.
During the Battle of Murfreeshoro they were held back as
headquarters guard. After the Battle of Murfreesboro the
32d went into winter quarters at Tullahoma. While at
Tullahoma they were finally organized under a brigade
headquarters commanded by the newly promoted Brigadier
General John C. Brown. On 31 July. the 32d was transferred
to Stewart's Division along with the rest of Brown's

Brigade. The 32d was moved south and joined Stewart's

Division in the incident at Dug Gap just prior to the Battle

of Chickamauga.?°




45th Tennecsee. Colonel Anderson Searcy.

The 45th Regiment was orguenized with ten companies at
Camp Trousdale, Tennessee., 1n December 1861. The men of the
regiment elected their officers whil2 in camp. The 45th's
first major engagement was the Battle of Shiloh in April
1862. During this battle it was assigned to Statham's
Brigade. Breckinridge's Corns. Following the battle it was
reorganizerd in May 1862, and assigned to the District of
Mississippi. While assigned to this district it was active
at Baton Rouge, Louisgiana and .Jackson., Mississippi. In the
fall of 1862 the 45th moved to Murfreesboro, Tennessee and
was assigned to Walker's Brigade. On 19 December 1862, J.
C. Brown was given command of the brigade. During the
Battle of Murfreesboro the 45th wasa part of Breckinridge's
Division and sustained heavy casualties during the attack on
2 January 1863. During January and February the regiment
was stationed in Tullahoma and during March and April was
stationed in Fairfield. Tennessee. Following the retreat
Chattancoga. the 45th was stationed at Loudon and
Charleston. Tennessee.??

234 Tennessee Battalion. Major Tazewell W. Newman.

The 23d Tennessee Infantry Battalion was crganized at
camp near Murfreesboro 29 November 1862. Tazewell W. Newman
was elected as their commander. Newman had been the former

commander ¢of the 17th Tennessee Regiment. The battalion

consisted of five companies, two of which had previously
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served in the 9th Kentucky Regiment. Some of the men from
the Kentucky regiment were veterans of the Battle of Shiloh.
On 28 February 1863, it was assigned to Brown's Brigade.
Breckinridge's Division. The Battalion remained in camp at
Shelbyville and Tullahoma until 22 April 1863. On 22 April,
it moved to Fairfield, Tennessee. In July. it joined the
retreat to Chattanooga. During July and August the 234 was

stationed at Loudon and Charleston. Tennessee.>?1

Dawson's Georgia Battery, Lieutenant R W. Anderson.

(No information available)

CLAYTON'S BRIGADE

18th Alabama. Colonel J. T. Holtzelaw.

The 18th Alabama Regiment was organized on 4
September 1861 at Auburn, Alabama. Tre field officers were
appointed directly by President Jefferson Davis. The
regiment moved to Mobile and was organized with a brigade.
In March it was ordered to Corinth. The 18th Alabama fought
in the first days action at the Battle of Shiloh. Its
losses were 125 killed and wounded out of a total of 420.

It did not fight in the second day cf the battle. The

regiment was later sent back to Mobile. Alabama to perform

qgqarriaon duty until April 18613 In April 1t rejoined the

Army of Tennessee and was assigned to Ciayton's Brigade.?2?
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36th Alabama, Colonel Lewis T. Woodruff.

The 36th Alabama Regiment was organized on 12 May
1862 at Mount Vernon Arsenal, Alabama. The unit remained at
the arsenal for one month and was then sent to assist in
construction of fortifications at Oven. From August 1862,
to April 1863, it performed garrison duty at Mobile,
Alabama. The regiment joined Clayton's Brigade of Stewart's
Division for the Tullahoma Campaign prior to Chickamauga.3<

38th Alabama, Lieutenant—-Colonel A. R. Lankford.

The 38th Alabama Regiment was organized in May 1862,
at Mobile, Alabama. The regiment was not deployed but
remainred in Mobile, performing garrison duty in the city's
defenses until February 1863. In February the regiment
joined Clayton's Brigade of Alabamians in Tullahoma. The
38th's first action was at Hoover's Gap where it received
slight losses. Although a "green" regiment like the 36th,
its fighting sbirit was revealed in the names of some of its
companies: the Alabama Invinciblies, the North River Tigers,
and the Dixie Rifles.23%

1st Arkansas Battery, Captain John T. Humphreys.

The 1lst Arkansas Battery was organized in the summer
of 1861 with men from Ft. Smith, Arkansas. The battery took
part in the Battle of Elkhorn Tavern and then moved east of

the Mississippi. After the Kentucky Campaign it was
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assigned to McNair's Brigade and later Eldridge's Battalion
of Artillery. Army of Tennessee. The battery saw action in
the Battle of Murfreesboro. 3%

In summary, Stewart's unrits were a mixture of hard-
bitten veterans and untasted ''green" troops. The majority
were from the back country of Tennessee and Alabama. The
brigades each had a distinct character of their own. Bate's
Brigade, although combat experienced, was the least cohesive
of Stewart's three brigades at Chickamauga. Bate had been
with his regiments for only three months prior to the
battle. State affiliation was a strong binding element
within the Confederate armies. Bate's Brigade. unlike
Brown's and Clayton's brigades., was a mixture of several
state units, Georgia, Tennessee and Alabama. The 58th
Alabama was just recently assigned from Clayton's Alabama
Brigade and still closely associated with that brigade. In
fact, during the battle without orders it would join in an
attack with Clayton's Brigade. Command and control was
difficult with fivc subordinate units of varying sizes.
There was alsc some disunity wilthin the 15/37th Tennessee
due to 1ts recent reorganization. Bate was able to test his
brigade urder fire at Hoover's Gap. Although Bate had been
only a short time with the brigade it began to take on the
aggressive character of its leader.

Brown's Brigade was the most cohesive brigade. having
served an average of eight and one-half months together
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prior to Chickamauga. It was also the most combat
experienced of the three brigades. Being an all Tennessean
brigade it heild strong feelings about abandoning Tennessee
without a substantial fight. The men were determined to
fight hard and regain their state's territory. Brown's
Brigade shared the command anu control problems associlated
with having several subordinate unitsgs of wvarying sizes.
Three of Brown's regiments had shared in the disappointment
of Fort Donelson and the ensuing captivity.

Clayton's '"green " Brigade was the least experienced
of Stewart's brigades. All three regiments had served in
garrison duty in Mobile Alabama and were eager to test
themselves in battle. Clayton and his regiments had been
together for an average of five and cne—-half months prior to
Chickamauga. Clayton's Brigade was best designed to
facilitate command and contrcl at the brigade level. There
were only three subordinates commands of about ecqual size
but the overall strength matched the cther brigades.

All three brigades had been toughened by long
service. The weak and sickly had keen weeded out over time

along with those faint of heart. They were proficient in
the tactical =skilles and weaponry of their day along wi
skills necegsary to survive on the march and in camp. Their
ragged appearance was a result of a supply system that

provided little beside food and ammunition. Wearied by this

long war and disheartened by news from home and other
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fronts, they continued to hold on. Their dwindling ranks
and cherished colors bespoke a stubborn belief in their
cause. Some faltered under hese burdens and hardships
while others excelled. Truly unit morale was a combat
multiplier.

Stewart's Division was unique in the Army of
Tennessee. It possessed high morale. Unlike Lee's Army of
Northern Virginia flushed with victories in early 1863, the
Tennessee Army was not so fortunate. It suffered under
Bragg's dubious leadership and sometimes brutal discipline.
The army was always short of supplies, traversing difficult
terrain, and campaigning under the worst of weather. As a
result their morale plummeted. Althougli hard fighters,
victories eluded them and they continued to give ground from
Kentucky through Tennessee and Georgia.?37

Through it all however, Stewart's Division prevailed.
This can only be attributed to the quality of leadership
within the division. From the top down the leaders shared
the hardships and privations of the campaigns. Their
willingness to lead from the front and share 1n the dangers
of the battlefield was evidenced by all three brigade
commanders having received serious wounds. Stewart's
Division, like most 1n this unfortunate war, believed that
any obstacle or defense could be overcome if only the
attacker was resolute and determined. The recognition of
the division's achievements by both Stewart and the army
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kindled a confidence and determination within the ranks.
Even the newly assigned units found this spirit infectious.
Despite his misgivings Stewart did not partake in open
criticism of Bragg or other commanders. This attitude had
the effect of bolsterinyg the chaiu of command within the
divisgion. Stewart's humility and willingness to reward his
subordinate ;s was known throughout the army.

Many of Stewart's units had shared similar
experiences together. Captivity after the capture of Fort
Donelson or ithe rights of passage battles of Shiloh,
Perryville and Murfreesboro, or the drudgery of garrison
duty in Mobile created important camaraderie. These factors
contributed to unit cohesiveness which would weld units
together in battle. Stewart's Division was not a 'state of
the art" unit equipped with special weapons or added
mobility. It was just an average unit not unlike many
others in the Western Theater. What set Stewart's Division
apart was the quality of leadership and the determination of

his soldiers. It possessed high morale in an army known for

a lack of morale. On the eve of the greatest battle fought

in the Western Theater Stewart and his division were ready

to play their role.
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CHAPTER 4

BLUE JACKETS AND YELLOW JACKETS

18-19 SEPTEMBER 1863

The death knell of the Confederacy was not sounded
by a battlefield defeat kut instead by an incomplete
victory. Chickamauga's place in history is established not
for what happened but for what could have happened there.
Few battles in history can compare with the amount that luck
and chance played in this battle. Few battles cculd match
the level of courage displayed by 1its soldiers or
incompetence by some of its leaders. This chapter covers
Stewart's entrance into the battle. It follows the
preliminary action on the eighteenth of September. as the
division moved and crossed the Chickamauga Creek at
Thedford's Ford. It continues 1nto the tolluwing day as
Stewart's Division played out 1ts critical role. The battle
will be viewed at the lowest level of warfare. down amongst
the trees and meadows ¢of northwestern Georgia i1n mid-autumn

1863. The cool nip of winter's approach was in the air.

After months of marching and waiting the anticipation of

decisive action was felt by all.




At sunrise on the seventeenth of September. Buckner's
newly organized corps consisting of Stewart's and Preston's

divisions commenced the march from LaFayette, Georgia.

Buckner's Corps bivouackeu for the night along Peavine
Creek. Peavine Creek was located about twc and one-half
miles east of Chickamauga Creek.l Earlier that day the
corps had been read Bragg's General Orders Number 180
appealing to the army:
Headguarters Army of Tennessee. in the Field.
LaFayette. Ga.. September 16th. 1863.
The troops will be held for an immediate move
against the enemy. . . . Soldiers, you are largely
re—enforced: you must seek the contest. In so doing
I know you will be content to suffer privations and
encounter hardships. . . . Trusting in God and the
jus.ice of our cause, and nerved by the love of the
dear ones at home, failure 1s 1mpossible and victory
must be ours.
Braxton Bragg.
Commanding General.?2
Stewart's Division had begun 1ts march at ten A.M. on
the seventeenth. The cooks spent the night of the
seventeenth preparing three day's rations. The soldiers
were ordered rot to build fires or play musical i1nstruments
and to sleep 1ir. the rear ot the guns. Lem Roberts of the
37th Georgia hac a premonition of death and gave his
chaplain an ambrotype of his wife. In two days time he was
dead. Early on the morning «t the eighteenth, Stewart
recelved an order from Bragg's headquarters at Leet's
Tanyard. The order ou 1ned the scheme of maneuver for the
various corps to cross Chickamauga Creek and turn the flank

of the Federal forces. Trains were to be sent to Ringgold
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and Taylor's Ridge. Ordnance trains were to remain with
their units. Cooking was to be done at the trains and
forwarded to the troops.?

At 8 A.M. Stewart resumed the march in the direction
of Thedford's Ford with Bate's Brigade in front, Clayton's
following. and Brown in the rear. Buckner's movements on
the eighteenth were hampered by the fact the route in part
was shared with Walker's Reserve Corps. Prior to movement,
Stewart allocated hig batteries. The battery commanders
reported and moved with their parent brigades. Around nocn.
cannons could be heard booming to their right. left and
front. Anticipating action the division's pace quickened.
By mid-afternoon Stewart was about a mile from Thedford's
Ford. Stewart was then ordered by Maior General Buckner,
his corps commander, to occupy the key terrain dominating
the ford but not to bring on an engagement with the nearby
enemy unless necessary.<? (See fig. 15)

Stewart sent his attached engineer otfficer. Major
Nocquet. on a reconnaissance to the ford site. Bate's
Brigade was ordered forward and it deployed from column into
line and advanced at the double gquick. The 20th Tennessee
was to the rear of the ordnance train and had to double
qulck about a half mile through ankle deep dust in order to
regaln theilr position 1n line. Bate. with the assistance ot
Major Nocquet, quickly emplaced his command on dominating

terrain with the Eufaula Battery on high ground to his front
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Figure 15. Thedford's Ford (fig. not to scale)
(Map by author:

and left. downstream from the ford site. Bate next advanced
the 4th Georgia Battalion of sharpshocoters. Clayton's
Brigade moved on high ground upstream fro.. the ford site
along with its battery. Brown's Brigade was moved up behind
Clayton's as a reserve. The Eufaula Battery and 4th Gecrgia
Sharpshooters opened fire on the enemy skirmishers across
the Creek. The Eufaula Battery would later claim this
incident as the opening shots of the Battle of

Chickamauga .S
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The enemy skirmishers withdrew but Stewart's Division
then came under a severe shelling from an enemy battery in
the vicinity of Alexander's Bridge to the northeast. An
enemy cannon ball struck about five paces from Stewart and
ricochetted, narrowly missing Captain Cheney of Brown's
staff. The enemy's solid shot killed Tom Mize, a medical
aide from Company A, 58th Alabama. and Qounded five or six
others of Bate's Brigade. Clayton's Brigade had one man
killed. The infirmary corps came forward and carried the
wounded to the rear. Stewart and his staff were concerned
about what effect this would have on Clayton's Brigade. this
being their first action. The Eufaula Battery fired nine
rounds and silenced the enemy battery.®

Three companies from the 18th Alabama under the
command of Major Hunley waded across the creek and deployed
as skirmishers on the far side. Clayton joined them for a
personal reconnaissance. The three companies were deployed
as pickets in the far woodline. In the distance, the noise
from the fighting around Alexander's Bridge grew in
intensity. Walker's Corps to Stewart's north was attempting
to cross the Chickamauga Creek at the bridge. It is
probable the veterans of Hoover's Gap in Stewart's command
recognized the staccato sound. Wilder's Union brigade with
Spencer repeating rifles was at work at Alexander's Bridge.

About 5 P.M. the rumor spread that Major General Hood had
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arrived and Longstreet was enroute. This news spread
encouragement throughout Stewart's Division.?

After nightfall the remainder of Clayton's Brigade
waded across the creek Jjust upstream from the ford site.
The Eufeula Battery was positioned in a cornfield on
Clayton's left with the 38th Alabama in support. The
remainder of Clayton's Brigade was order~ad to bivouac on the
creek bank. Stewart's Division settled down for the night.
Pickets were posted and the ford site was secured on both
banks. Some soldiers busied themselves by raiding a sweet
potato patch from a nearby farmstead. The i1nhabitants did
not object with such close proximity of the Yankee invaders,
The 18th Tennessee patrclled the creek bank throughout the
night under the control of Lieutenant Colonel Butler. No
fires were allowed and the soldiers huddled in their damp
uniforms against the night chill.e

The actions of Stewart and his division on the
eighteenth of Septembker displaved the guality of the unit
and its leadership. The action could be used as an classic
example of how to conduct an obstacle crossing. Stewart led
with his most experienced brigade. The ford site was
reconnoitered and the artillery was placed on key terrain to

overwatch. Stewart effectively ured his ctatf and

maintained a responsive reserve. Stewart's brigades had

moved quickly from column to line formation and advanced at
the double quick making effective use of the terrain. The
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enemy on the far bank were engiaged by combined arms, an
artillery battery and battalion of sharpshooters, the
minimal force necessary to accompliish the mission.

+

Stewart's rifled battery with its longer range was used to
conduct counter-fire rissions against enemy artillery.

With his overwatch 1n place and the cenemy disnersed.
Stewart sent a small force to secure the far side. This
force emp! 2d sKirmish drill and advenced 1in open ranks
reducing tl.2ir wvulnerakility to enemy fire. Leadership at
all levels was forward. directing the action. Medical
support was on site and quilck to respond. Ammuniticon
resupply was readily availlable. Masked by darkness Stewart
cross:d a third of his force to secure the opposite bank.
Aliternate crogsing sites were utilized and security was
posted. Noise and light discipline was enforced and patrols
were conducted throughout the nighc.

In summary. Stewart's Division responded as if battle
drilled for the occasion. They moved with a sense of
purpcse and urgency. Discipline and proficiency were in
avidence. Even Stewart's "green troops' behaved well under
fire. Thic weculd pertend of what was to come the next d

Atter daybreal, Satuilay morning 19 September,
Stewart's other t-vo brigades waded through the ccld

knee—deep water of Chickamauga Creek and formed bhehind

Clayton's Brigade. The division halted 1n an open field and
quickly ouilt fires of fence rails to warm themselves
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against the morning chill. Like most soldiers, the majority

had consumed their three day's rations in the last

twenty—four hours. To fill empty bellies some made

breakfast of sorghum strips and others stored them in their

haversacks for a later meal. They greeted the warming sun

as it broke through the clouds and rose to a beautiful.

bright and clear day.®

General Buckner arrived and updated Stewart on the

tactical situation. Buckner order.d Stewart to move forward

and form to the left of McNair's Brigade. McNair was the

left brigade of Bushrcd Johnson's provisional division.

Bushrod Johnson, previcusly of Stewart's Division, was given

command of a provisional division just prior to the battle.

Stewart's Division was formed into three lines.(See fig. lo&»

Clayton's Brigade., bearing to the right, was moved about a

mile or two. It moved through a cornfield and wooedland into

position facing west. Clayton formed his brigade with three

regiments abreast in a double rank line of battle. The

origades of Brown and Bate formed in line of battle to

Clayton's rear. The enemy could be viewed on the distant

hilis. Preston's Division came up and formed on Stewart's

left .20

The sound of firing began to the division's right.

Unknown to Stewart. Buckner ordered the Eufaula Battery

torward to open fire on the enemy. The battery moved

forward and rired two rounds and returned. This resulted in
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Figure 16. Stewart's Division
(I igure by author)

return fire and the wounding of some members of the
division. R. J. Turner. the assistant surgeon of the 58th
Alabama vas one of those wounded. The enemy shelling caused
some confusion in the ranks as they formed. While waiting
in this position, Stewart rode through the ranks of his
division. He spoke to the men and encouraged them to fight
aggressively and to charge over every obstacle., make contact
with the enemy and rcsut him from his position. DBuckner
ordered the division to shift right about the distance of a
brigade front. This was accomplished and the sound of
fighting intensified in the distance. The division waited.
listening to the sound of battle for several hours.t:
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Stewart's Division looked on in envy at Hood's troops
with their new dark gray uniforms. Hood's men called out
that they were here to show the westerners how a real army
fights. The day would provide encugh fighting for both
divisions to get their fill. The din of rifle fusillades
biended until indistinguishable. The leaves of the trees
above Stewart's Division gquivered with each cannon blast.12

Major Pollok Lee of Bragg's staff rode up with crders
for Stewart to move his division where the firing had
started. Stewart figured this was some distance to his
right and rear. Confused by this vague order Stewart sought
clarification from the army commander who was nearby. Bragg
told Stewart that Walker's Corps was heavily engaged on the
right. Walker's Corps had been badly damaged and the enemy
was threatening to turn his flank. Bragg informed him that
Polk had been put in charge of that wing and that Stewart
would have to be governed by circumstances on the employment
of his division.:3

Stewart quickly moved his division by the right flank
in the direction pointed out by Bragg. The division moved
about a mile through heavy woods and arrived at a cornfield.
Beyond the cornfield the heaviest firing could be heard.
Stewart dispatched several messengers to linkt up with Polk.
Wwith negative results. Not sure of Bragg s aztual intent
Stewart could do one of three things. He could continue
moving north and around the army coming into support Walker
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on his flank., but this would take time. Or., he could follow
in support of Cheatham's Division in action beyond the
co~nfield to his front. 1f he did this his division's left
flank would be exposed. Or. he could attack through the gap
betwzen Hood and Cheatham's units. Although this was a
narrow gap(one quarter c¢f a mile) allowing only a brigade
frontage, both flanks would initially he secure. Stewart,.
sensing the urgency of the situation. decided on the latter
course to get his division into action.t4

Stewart came upon one of Polk's aides, Lieutenant W.
B. Richmond. The aide was in search of Polk as well.
Knowing something of the lay of the ground and the enemy
situation, Lt. Richmond agreed with Stewart's decision on
where to attack. At 3 P M, Stewart ordered Clayton to
attack with his brigade. Clayton was advised by Stewart to
act for himself and be governed by circumstaunces. Clayton's
Brigade was formed from left to right with the 38th Alabama,
36th Alabama and the 18th Alabama. The lst Arkansas Battery
was tc fcllow in support. The regiments were formed in a
close ordered single line of battle consisting of two ranks
with twenty-two paces between regiments. The brigade
frontage was approximately fifteen-tundred feet. The
firepower consisted of 1,352 muskets which rould be brought
to bear. The 18th gave three cheers for Alabama and smartly
marched off elbow to elbow With skirmishers forwa:sd the
brigade proceeded about a hundred yards through thick
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tangled underbrush. Clayton halted his brigade to adjust
their alignment. Colonel John Carter of the 38th Tennescee
of Wright's Brigade raced over to Clayton on foot. He
informed Clayton that he wasg marching in the wrong direction
and was in great danger of being enfiladed by the eremy.
Restricted by the nature of the terrain. Clayton changed
directions. marching by the left flank and filing obliquely
to the left and rear.:S

The 1st Arkansas Battery was ordered ho follow and
support Clayton's Brigade. It had great difficulty 1in
keeping up in the clouse woods. Captain Humphreys kept the
caissons in the rear. advanced. and dsployed first in line
then in Ltattery. But the woods prevented him from
supporting Clayton with fire. Stewart sent Major Hatcher.
assistant adjutant general. to keep a watch on Clayton's
Brigade. As Stewart foliowed he was overtaken by an aide of
General Wright of Cheatham's Division. The aide informed
Stewart that Wright's Brigade had been tu: \ed and their
battery captured. A little further Stewa.t came across
Wright himself and was informed that his brigade had fallen
back. Stewart ordered Brown forward in support of Clayton.
The weather was cold and chilly but now the heat of battle
was upon Stewart's Division.?s

Just as Clayton finished his reorientation he came
under fire.(5ee fig. 17) Ciayton's Brigade returned the

fire. The regiments fired as fast as they could i1ocad. The

94

I3




1B E!

/I »,

Figure 17. Claytun's Attack
(Map by author)
brigade was ordered to lie down. Clayton,
was their first major action,

random. He advised his officers to steady the men.
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noticed their fire was too
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were told to cease firing unless they had a target. Each
man carried a basic load of forty rounds in the cartridge
box slung owver his shoulder. Firing hastily without aiming.
the brigade cculd easily expend its basic load in less than
twenty minutes. Scavenging the cartridge boxes of the
wounded and dead would not extend this time by much. The
enemy had the advantage of higher ground that enveloped the
flanks of Clayton. Their artillery lcaded with canister
brutally tore into Clayton’'s men as they lay on the ground.
The firing was intense for about one hour and then gquieted.
The men remained under fire for about another thirty minutes
still taking heavy casualties. Colonel Holtzeclaw of the
18th Alabama was thrown from his horse and command was
passed to Lieutenant Cclouel Inge.3?

Clayton had his staff inform his regimental commanders
to prepare for a charge. Reports came back that ammunition
was becoming critical. Clayton reconsidered and sent
Lieutenant River from the battery back to Stewart requesting
assistance. Clayton's Brigade had expended close to
fifty~four thousind rounds in thig brief battle. The
majority were fired high over their enemy's heads or slapped
harmlessly into the tree trunks. The line was formed but -
instead of attacking the order came to march by the left

flank and them to ifall back. Brown's Brigade was close

behind Clayton's. so close many were killed and wounded from

the fire directed at Clayton. In Newman's Battalion of
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Brown's Brigade two men were killed and six were wounded.
Included in the wounded was the commander, Colonel Newman.
Brown's men watched the many wounded carried through their
lines knowing what was in store for them. Clayton's Brigade
fell back in some disorder but quickly rallied three-hundred
yards to the rear. They reformed and began resupplying
ammunition from the ordnance wagons. In the withdrawal two
of Clayton's limbers were disabled, along with twelve horses
killed. With difficulty, the guns were hauled back cut of
danger without having fired a shot.i®

Brown's Brigade next entered the fray. The fightinyg
intensified and dense acrid smoke filled the air. The
already poor visibility worsened with the added smoke of
burning woods and brush. Twenty paces distance was all that
could be seen. The noise level grew and blended into one
centinuous roar. Officers shouted orders could no longer be
heard and confusion reigned. The cries of the wounded were
masked by the terrible din. Men functioned mechanically.,
tearing. loading. ramming., capping and firing their pieces,
Their faces were smeared with black power, sweat and blood.
"Close it up." became the chant of the file closers, ''close
1t up!" With each volley of enemy fire

me,. dropped 1in heaps. Every blast of canister cut a path

through the ranks. Minutes seemed to pass like hours.
Clayton's Brigade had had its baptism of fire. On the
ground that Brown's men now traversed lay scores of
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Alabamians. Brown's Brigade was formed in a line similar to
Clayton's. 1Its regiments were arrayed from left to right
with the 26th Tennessee. Newnan's Battalion. 32d Tennessee.
45th Tennessece and the 18th Tennessee. The brigade frontage
was approximately fourteen-hundred feet witn the firepower
of twelve-hundred muskets.1®

Stewart's Division was facing Dick's and Beatty's
brigades of Van Cleve's Union division. Their brigades were
arrayed in two successive lines of battle. These brigades
had just been ordered into battle. They had crossed the La-
Fayette road moving from west to east when they had run into
Clayton's Brigade. The Union brigades were later joined by
E. King's brigade that fell in on their right flank.
Brown's Brigade advanced at the double quick. Companies A
and E of the 26th Tennessee under the command of Captain
Cash deployed forward as skirmishers. At 150 yards Brown's
men ran into the same withering fire that Clayton's had.
The Union rifle fire of the three brigades was reinforced by
three artillery batteries, two to Brown's tront and one to
his right flank. Brown ordered his brigade tc fire as it
advanced. Brown's Brigade advanced four-hundred yards
through the fire. They puched the Union first line of
battle back on the subsequent line.(see fig. 18) Colonel
Lillard of the 26th Tennessee fell from the fire of the
Union second line and command was passed to Major Saffell.
Brown, like Clayton. could not employ his artillery battery
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Brown was unhorsed by

because ot the restrictive terrain.

Lrown's Brigade was momentarily checked but

canister fire.

then succeeded in routing the Union second line of battle

and reaching the crest of the ridge.zo
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Figure 18. Brown's Attack
(Map by author)




The fighting intensified as the distance between the
two forces shortened. Colonel Palmer, while leading the
18th Tennessee was shot through the right shoulder but was
saved by the timely application of a tourniquet by his men.
Brown's men succeeded in recapturing the battery of Wright's
Brigade on the ridgeline. They also killed some of the
horses and gunners from twc Federal batteries. A soldier of
the 18th Tennessee recalled the close fighting. He
remembered charginag thr2 guns and being splattered with the
brains and hair of a comrade to his front as well as being
burned by the powder discharge of the cannons. By
accident, probab'y because of the confusion resulting from
dark uniformgs, the L8th Tennessee fired i1nto some of
Longstreet's troops advancing in support. Brown's Brigade
passed beyond five guns the Federals were unable to haul
away. The infantrymen of Brown's Brigade were not allowed
to break ranks to c¢laim them but continued with the attack.
Men from Brown's supporting artillery battery took the Unicn
guns from the field as well as thirty prisoners.=21

The Federals counterattacked into Brown's right fiank
with the 75th Indiana Regiment The 75th had just arrived
on the field and this was their first action. The
counterattack caused the collapse of Brown's right
regiments, the 18th and 45th Tennessee. These regiments
broke 1in disorder and the rest of the brigade soon followed.
Major Saffell of the 26th Tennessee, acting without orders,

100




withdrew his regiment. Colconel Coo't of the 32d Tennessee
saw no support on either flank and ordered the withdrawal -7
hi13 regiment. art of the 18th Tennesgee stayed in pilace on
the ridgeline covering the withdrawal of the brigz.e until
relieved. Brown's men passed through Bate's as they lay on
the ground. Portions ¢f the brigade rallied a short
distance behind Bate's Brigade. The 32d Tennessee became
separated in the withdrawal but eventually linked back up
with the brigade. Part of the brigade was a short distance
f rther Dback w~ith the ordnance wagons. Brown's Brigade
.esupplied ammunition as it reorganized and rallied
straggleres.32
With the withdrawal of Brown's Brigade Stewart

ordered Rate's ''crack' brigade to advanrce. Bate the "0ld
War-horse " rode over to Colonel Smith of the 20th Tennessee
and said:

Now. Smith. now. Smith. I want you to sail on those

fellows liKe you were a wild cat. Smith turned and

ordered: Attention Battalior! Fix bayonets'! Forward!

Double—quick! Marcin!=22
At 5 P.M. Bate's Brigade moved at the double quick with nu
skirmishers forward. Bate's Brigade was also formed 1n a
single line of battle. From left to right the brigade was
formed with the 15/37th Tennessee. 58th Alabama. 37th
Georgia. 20tk Tennessee and Caswell's Battalion of .
Sharpshooters. 'The brigade frontage was twelve—hundred feet
vith the firepower of its 1,080 muskets. The decision not

to employ skirmishers was driven by the close proximity

101




of the enemy. Double canister greeted Bate's men. "The
only words to be heard above the roar of battle were: Cluss
up and forward, men!"2<4

Bate's line was overlapped by the enemy. yet it
continued to advance. A portior of the 37th Georgia became
disoriented in the attack and intermingled with a regiment
of Law's Brigade. The enemy had reformed ocut in the middle
of the open Brotherton Field and was attempting to contain
the penetration. The fire was intense. Bate's three right
units, the 4th Georgia Battalion. the 20th Tennessee and the
37th Georgia were enfiladed. The three commanders of these
units were wounded along with about 25 percent of their
commands. The three units broke. The enemy ccontiaued to
push on Bate's right flank and captured a field gun and
courier. Bate's units quickly reformed and recaptured their
gun. The flag of the 5lst Tannessee cf Wright's Lrigade was
recaptured. Bate's Brigade then split into two parts. The
58th Alabama and 15th/37th Tennessee continued to press
across the LaFayette Road to the west. The 4th Georgia
Battalion., 20th Tennessee and the 37th Georgia moved 1nto
the woods ¢on the north side of the Brotherton field. The
15th/37th were joilined by a detachment of the 4th Alabama.
While the commander of the 15th/37th was integrating these
troops into hts line the brigade moved out without his
knowledge. When he realized the brigade had moved he
ordered three times three for Tennessee and charged
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the enemy at a run. With a snvill rebel yell they captured
four pieces of artillery before withdrawing and finding
their brigade again. The Eufaula Battery carried four
capturaed guns and one cailsson to Alexanaer's Bridge aud
remained there for the night.=2%

Stewart. sensing the critical moment. decided to =end
Clayton's Brigade in support of Bate. As Clayton's Brigade
advanced., Colcnel Rudler of the 37th Georgia thought a
general advance had been ordered and told his regiment to
charge. This order was given just as the 36th Alabama was
passing through the 37th Georgia. Both units intermingled
and advanzed. It was with great difficulty that they were
later separated. The 58th Alabama of Bate's Brigade
intermingled with the 36th Alabama as well. When the
commander ot the 58th finally reported back to Bate he was
told: "You have done right; I take my hat off to your
regiment." At this point the enemy was routed. Companies A
and K of the 58th Alabama, along with elements of the 36th
and 38th Alabama captured twenty to thirty prisoners and
three guns of a Federal battery. Major Thornton of the 58th
Alabhama was wounded in the foot but mounted a stray
artillery horse to keep up with his regiment. The scene
bec~ame a circus. Union troops fled in all directions while
panicked horses ran amok with limbers and caissons.

Confederate ranks lost their organization. Units split and
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intermingled while some advanced., others withdrew and still

others held in place.2s(See fig. 19)

Figure. 19 Bate's and Clayton's Attacks
(Map by author) {
While observing the action Stewart and his staff encountered
a number of yellow jacket nests. Ridley of Stewart's staff(
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would later recall:
the kicking of the horses and their ungovernable
actions came near breaking up one of the lines. Blue
Jackets in front of us, yellow jackets upon us, and
death missiles around and about us . . .37
While the brigades of Bate and Clayton exploited
their success, Brown's Brigade completed resupply behind the
ridge line. Brown received an erroneous report of enemy
approaching on his left flank. and he quickly reacted. He
readjusted his line and threw ocut a strong screen of
skirmishers. Once Brown had discovered the report was in
error he readjusted his line and reported to Stewart.=2®
Clayton realized other regiments were accompanying
his brigade in the pursuit. He especially noted the
excellent order of the 58th Alabama of Bate's Brigade who
joined with his Alabamians. Clayton's Brigade continued
west one half mile beyond the LaFayette road to the Tanyard.
overrunning an enemy battery along the way. Bate's troups
hauled the guns back. oJne of Clayton's staff cfficers
reported the approach of strong enemy force (Brannan's
division) from the north. Ancther staff officer reported
cavalry (Wilder) approaching from the distant scuth.
Negley's division was also approaching from the southwest.
Union General Reynolds had rallied all available forces in
the area, including twenty cannon, and was hammering
Stewart's exposed forces from three sides. Sensing the
danger of his exposed position Claytorn ordered the
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withdrawal of his brigade. Bate pulled back the portion of
his brigade that had veered to the north.?2°

The withdrawal was quite organized considering the
circumstances. As the sun set, Bate's and Clayton's
battered brigades rallied and reformed on the ridgeline east
of the LaFayette road. (See fig. 20) They quickly resupplied
themselves with ammunition. The men of Bate's Brigade armed
with smoothbores quickly exchanged them for Yankee Enfields
discarded by the routed troops. Stewart ordered Clayton to
orient his brigade toward an expected threat from the
southwest. Brown's Brigade was brought forward to the left
front of Clayton's. Stewart personally placed Brown's
battery on the ridge line. Brown put forward a line of
skirmishers and was ordered to hold the position for the
night. The enemy was 250 to three-hundred yards in front of
Clayton's line. The men were ordered to lie on their arms
for the night. After Stewart's early conversation with
Bragg he had not seen a superior officer all day. After
nightfall he sent a staff officer back to report to Buckner.
Stewart received i1nstructions to remain in position until
further orders.3°

The night turned extremely cold. Frost lay on the
ground. The wounded suffered ygyreatly and the stink of burnt
flesh was 1n the 2ivr. To ward off the cold some of Brown's
men started fires. The enemy spotted the flash of flames
and opened up with artillery and small arms knocking limbs
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%igure 20. Night Position

(Map by author)
from the trees. Brown personally came forward and
reprimanded the offenders, forbidding fires for the
remainder of the night. The men of Stewart's Division were
disheartened by the noise of activity within the Union
lines. James Cooper of the 20th Tennessee would recall:
“All night long the Yankees were bhusy arraying their lines,
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and the clatter of thousands of axes, fortifying. and the
rolling of artillery to positions . . ."3* They could only
imagine what was in store for them the next day. The !
heart-rending sounds of the wounded were all about. During
the night Clayton's pickets brought in about forty prisoners
some of whom were company grade officers.?2

The first day of the Battle of Chickamauga was what
today would be called a meeting engagement, a non-linear
battlefield typified by confusion and uncertainty. Just
like today, those units with good leadership. responsive
battle dirill and cocl heads prevailed. Why some units were
overrun and octhers succeeded is hard to measure. Those that
gel1zed the initiative and were willing to take risks
prevailed. The timid and cautious were swept away.
Stewart's tactical formation of column of brigades was
probably driven by the narrow frontage presented. However,
his experience at Perrvville with this type formation may
have influenced his decision. Stewart's tactical formations
followed the doctrine manual exactly. His brigades formed
in a singie line of two ranks. The order was close with
elbows touching. The spacing betwsen units was difficult to
maintain within the dense wooded terrain. The regiments -
continuously used the double quick step developed by Hardee.
The technique of having a brigade lie down lessened their .
vulnerability but complicated the already difficult loading

process. What was unique about Stewart's tactical
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formations was how he employed them. From Shiloh he learned
the lessons of feeding successive lines 1nto battle, one
behind the other. There, the tines interminglad, command and
control was lost and everyone ran out of ammunition at about
the same time.

On this first day of battle Stewart sent only one
brigade into action at a time. When that brigade reached
its culminating point he retired it and sent in the next.
The initial brigade would then resupply and reorganize. This

, kept a fresh brigade attacking against the enemy. who soon

R were overwhelmed. This method also kept a ready reserve
under Stewart's control. When Stewart sensed the critical
moment he sent this additional brigade in support and
completed the breakthrough of the enemy line. Despite the
woods, smoke and noise Stewart was effectively able to
command and control this type of employment. Stewart's
logistics were kept close behind and moved with his
division. Other divisions had to completely pull their
brigades ocut of line and go back to their trains sites.
This was not the case with Stewart's Division. This method
is similar to today's employment of attack helicopter
battalions. one company attacking., one resuppling. and the
other enroute back to the battle.

Some of the problems Stewart encountered are the same
seen today at the Army's National Training Center.

Stewart's division had problems identifying friendly units
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and fired on them. Improper flank coordination caused
intermingling with adjacent units on both flanks. Stewart
fought, just as we expect to fight today, on a dirty
battlefield with the problems incurred with command and
control. Stewart's artillery was badly managed at brigade
level. The terrain was not conducive to its employment.
With the brigade commanders closgely involved in th2 fight
Stewart on several occasions placed their batteries. For
this battle it would bave been better to retain them at
division under Stewart's chief of artillery. Passage of
lines, as always, is a difficult mission. When Stewart
attempted to pass his brigades through one another some
regiments joined the passing brigade. Stewart's medical
units. although well positioned, were quickly overwhelmad by
the massive cacsualties. Light discipline was breached by
some during the night but upon digscovery the chain of
command quickly reinforced it.

On the Union side facing Stewart, the brigades of
Dick and Beatty were each tactically deployed in two
successive lines of battle. This lessened the amount of
firepower they were able to apply against Stewart's
brigades. When the Union first line broke i1t fell back
masking the second line's ability to fire on the pursuing
Confederates. However, the Union batteries made up for the

snortfall in fire power, sometimes endangering friend as
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well as foe. The local counterattack counducted by the 75th
Indiana was effective and well timed.

In Summary, Stewart achieved tactical success on the
first day of battle. His choice of tactical employment was
a contributor to that success. However, without corps or
army operational orchestration the success was not decisive
for the overall battle. The later attacks of Bushrod
Johnson's and John Hood's divisions were in no way
coordinated with Stewart's efforts. Stewart's leadership
was a part of this success. It was demonstrated by his
calming influence when steadying his division as it waited
for action. When the orders were unclear he sought face to
face clarification with the army commander. He showed
initiative in deciding when and where to attack. In turn,
Stewart encouraged initiative among his subordinates.
Clayton was given discretionary orders when sent into the
attack. Stewar*t was well forward and at the point of
decision at all times. The discipline of Stewart's Division
was shown by his men not breaking ranks to capture enemy
guns bul ~ontinuing with the attack. Upgrading their
capability by scavenging better weapons also showed
initiative. When leaders fell, others quickly took their
place. When Stewart was unable to join Polk he should have
sent couriers to inform Buckner or Bragg of his situation.
This was not done till after nightfall. The Confederate

army's best chance for victory was this first day of battle.
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The Union commander was still concentrating his forces and
moving to the battlefield. This prevented the defender from
preparing his position with breastworks. Such was not the
situation on the following day.

In conclusion, Stewart's Division demonstrated its
tactical proficiency on both the eighteenth and nineteenth
of September. On both days Stewart and his division preoved
their sound tactical capabilities. The next chapter will
follow Stewart's Division into the second and last day cf
the battle. Some of the same preblem were tn reappear.
Having taken advantage of the night the Union forces would

provide a warm welcome for Stewart's Division.

112




CHAPTER 4

NOTES

10.R., XXX, Pt. 2, 357, 361, 400.: N. J. Hampton. 2n
Evyewitness to the Dark Days of 1861-186%5; or A Private
Soldier's Adventures and Hardships During the War
(Nashville, Tennessee Printed for the Author, 1898),
29.: George Washington Dillon Papers. Tennessee State
Library and Archives, Nashville, Tennessee.

2Q.R.., XXX, Pt. 2. 37-38, quoted in Bromfield L.
Ridley. Battles and Sketches of the Army of Tennessee
(Mexico. Miasouri: Missiouri Printing & Publishing Cc..
1906 reprint., Dayton. Ohio: Morningside Bookshop, 1978).
207 (references are to reprint edition).

3Rev. 5. M. Cherry to Rev. J. William Jones, D. D.,
Minister Sketches How he conducted Services During
Hectic Days of Civil Conflict, Chattancoga Free press, 21

September 1938, clipping in Hamiton County Bicentennial

Library. Chattanooga, Tennessee.; Ridley. Battles &
Sketches, 206-08.: O.R.. XXX. Pt. 2. 357.: Hampton. An
Eyewitness, 29.: Connelly, Autumn Glory. 198, 201.: Arndt

Stickles, Simon Bolivar Buckner: Borderland Knight
(University of North Carolina Press, 1940: reprint,
Wilmington. North Carolina: Broadfoot Publishing Company.
1987), 230 (page references are to reprint edition).:

Battles & Leaders, 3:2:647.; Steele. American Campaigns.
1:431.; Times referenced in the text are only
approximations. During the Civil War there were no standard

times zones as we know them today. Those commanders with
time pieces set them according to the position of the sun or
their best guess. Many contradictions exist within the

Official Records bhecause of this fact.
40.R.. XXX, Pt. 2. 357, 361, 382, 384. 394.:; Ridley.
Battles & Sketches. 208-09.: Hampton. An Eyewitness. 29.:

George Washington Dillon Papers, TSLA.

SWilliam T. Alderson. ed., "The Civil War Diary of
Captain James Litton Cooper, September 30, 1861 to
January, 1865," Tennegsee Historical Quarterly. vol. 15.
(1956): 157.; Ridley, Battles & Sketches. 209.: OQ.R.. XXX.
Pt. 2. 361, 384. 394. 401.; Tucker. Chickamauga. 369.

113




SQO.R., XXX, Pt. 2, 357, 361, 384, 389, 391, 3%94-95,.
399. 400.; Alderson, Cooper Diary. 157.: Ridley.
Battles & Sketches, 209.: I. V. Moore. Diary., SGT.., Co. E.
37th Georgia Infantry. UDC Collectior, vol. VI. Georgia
Department of Archives and History, Atlanta, Georgia, entry
for 18 September 1863.

7Q.R.. XXX. Pt. 2, 361, 401.: Tucker. CWTI, 14.:
Tucker. Chickamauga. 113.: Battles & Leaders., 3:2:649.:
Ridley. Battles & Sketches. 239-10.

®Q0.R.. XXX. Pt. 2. 357, 361. 394-95. 399, 40.l. 409.:

Hampton, An_ Eyvewitness., 29-30.: Tucker, Chickamauga.
121.

°0.R.. XXX. Pt. 2. 357, 361, 370, 384, 389. 394-95.
401, 405.: Ridley, Battles & ZSketches. 9.: Hampton., An
Evewitness. 30.: Deering J. Roberts, ed., "Service with

the Twentieth Tennessee Regiment.," Confederate Veteran
vol. 33, no. 4(March 1925): 10l1.: Alderson. Cogoper
Diary. 157.

°0.R.. XXX. Pt. 2. 361, 370. 405. 409.: Ridley.
Battles & Sketches. 215.; Lindsley, Annals of
Tennesgee, 392.; Alderson. Cooper Diary. 158.

11Q9.R.., XXX, Pt. 2, 361, 384, 389, 399.: T. 1. Corn,
"Brown's Brigade at Chickamauga."” Confederate Veteran.

vol. 21, no.3(March 1913): 124.: Tucker. Chickamauga.
152.; George Washington Dillon Papers. TSLA.
12Tucker. Chickamauga. 172. 174.: Fis=rman.
“Ipter-Theater," 395,
130 R., XXX, Pt. 2, 32. 357. 361.: Tucker.
Chickamauga. 152.: Connelly, Autumn Glory, 205.
140.R.. XXX. Pt. 2. 361. 370. 384.: Tucker.

Chickamauga. 152.

130 . R.. XXX. Pt. 2, 361, 401, 405.: Tucker,
Chickamauga. 152.: The term muskets 15 used i (.S
context to represent firepower and does not distinguish
between smoothbore and rifled weapons.

LSQ.R.. XXX. Pt. 2, 119, 362, 411-12.: Corn,
Confederate Veteran. 21:3:124.: George Washington Diilon
Papers. TSLA.

170.R.. XAX. Pt. 2. 362. 401. 40%5. 407. 409 ; Tucker.
Chickamauga. 154.




B 180.R.. XXX, Pt. 2, 362, 370, 381, 401. 405.;
, McWhiney, Attack & Die, 87.; Jamieson. "Development of o
s v Taccics." 98. -

19Q.R.. XXX, Pt. 2, 362, 370, 401.: Tucker,

. Chickamauga. 154.: Corn. Confederate Veteran. 21:3:124. R
290.R.. XXX, Pt. 2, 362, 370-71, 375.: Tucker,
Chickamaugz. 155-58.; Lindsley. Annals of Tennessee,
413.: Corn, Confederate Veteran. 21:3:124.
210.R.. XXX, Pt. 2, 363, 371, 375.: Tucker.
Chickamauga. 156.; Hampton, An Eyewitness., 31.; Lindsley.

Annals of Tennessee, 364.

2209 R.. XXX. Pt. 2, 362. 371. 376, 378, 380-81.:
Tucker, Chickamauga. 157.: David S. Bodenhamer Memoirs. ,
Civil War Collection, Tennessee State Library and
Archives, Nashville. Tennessee. i

230.R., XXX, Pt. 2, 384 : Tucker. Chickamauga. 154. »
158, 160.; W. J. M'Murray. "The “ap of Death at

Chickamauga.," Confederate Veteran. veol. 2. no. 11

(November 1894), 329.

240 .R.. XXX, Pt. 2., 384.: Lindsley., Annals of
Ch Tennessee, 3%2-63.

28Q.R.. XXX. Pt. 2, 362. 384, 392. 394-95. 399 .;
Tucker, Chickamauga, 158-~59.

I

260.R., XXX, Pt.. 2. 3582. 389. 402. 405. 407. 409.411.

396.; Tucker, Chickamauga. 158-59.: Connelly. Autumr v
Glory. 205.: Ridley. Battles & Sketches. 217.:

M'Murray. Confederate Veteran, 2:11:329

27Ridiey. Battles & _ Sketches, 220.

E . 280 . R., XXX. Pt. 2, 371.

a ; 29Q.R.. XXX. Pt. 2. 405. 409. 41!. 383, 384.: Tucker.
- . Chickamauga, 160, 162.

200 .R.. XXX, Pt. 2. 363. 371, 405, 376. 382, 384, -

. 393-94, 297.: Tucker. Clickamauga. 162.: Connelly. Autumn
Glory, 206
S1tAlderson. Cocoper Diary. 158.; Corn. Confederate
Veteran., 21:3:124.; Connelly. Autumn Glory. 207.:

Terry H. Cahal Letters. Headquarter's Stewart's

Division. Near Chattanooga. 30 September 1863. Civil War
Collection, Tennessee 3State Library and Archaives. Nashvilie.
Tennessee.

1135




229 R., XXX, Pt. 2, 402.; Kidley, Battles & Sketches.

31.: M'Murray. Cgnfederate Veteran, 2:11:329.:
Bodenhamer Memoirs, Civil War Collection, TSLA.: Henry D.

Jamison. Letters and R=collections of a Confederate Soldier:

1860-1865 (Nashville: Marguerite Jamison McTigue. 1964) 163.

116




CHAPTER 5

EVERY CAPTAIN COMMANDING~FORWARD

<G SEPTEMBER 1863

As dawn broke, Stewart's Division was quickly put
under arms anc stood 1n line of battle 1n expectation of an
enemy counterattack. [t did not come. The weather was
clear and crisp with fog hanging in the low areas and smoke
still adrift in the woods. Stewart saw the approach of a
lone horseman unaccompanied by staff or =scoert. The rider s
overcoat hid his badge of :aunk. As he neared. Stewart
recognized his <l1d roommate James Longstreet and shook h:s
hand. In the distance. Longstreet's newly arrived troops.

distinguished by theilr new dark gray uniforms. could be seen

noving torward. Longstreet 1nformed Stewart that he would
receive his orders directly from him that day. He also
relayed Bragg's scneme of maneuver to Stewart. Bragg had

divided the army into two wings. The r.ght wind was under
the command of Polk and the left wing was uncer the cormmand
of the recently arrived Longutreet. The attack was to
commence on the extreme right of the army just afteyr

davlight. and was rc continue down the line by division 1in
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succession. Stewart was to attack when the unit to his
right moved.?

Stewart informed Longstreet of his concern tor his
right flank. There were no Confederate units in that
direction for at least a half mile. Longstreet ordered
Stewart to move his unit a quarter of a mile to the north.
At eight A.M. Stewart moved his division by the right flank
five-hundred paces and established a new position.(see fig.
21) Brown's Brigade formed on a slight ridge. stacked arms
and began constructing breastworks of rotten logs. stones
and brush. Brown's battery took position on a hill to the
brigade's front with orders to remain until the enemy
position was taken. Although exposed to enemy shelling. the
battery was ordered by Brown not to fire in order to prevent
an artillery duel. Clayton's Brigade established 1its
position a few hundred yards to Brown's rear on a parallel
ridge. Bate's Brigade anchored on Brown's right and
extended obliquely to the right and rear.?

Bate threw out his battalion of shorpshooters at
right angles to his line to prevent his flank from being
turned. Bate's Brigade also began constructing breastworks.
A section of the Eufaula Battery was placed in line between
the 15/37th Tennessee and the 58th Alabama. However. the
guns were soon moved, without having fired a shot, to a more
favorable position. Stewart knew his division was the right

flank urit of the Confederate left v ing. Unsure of the
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location of the left flank of the right wing he positioned

Bate's Brigads to protect his exposed flank. As Brown's

skirmishers moved forward they became involved 1n a sharp

fire fight. They took six casualties and were driven 1n.
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The skirmish line was reirforced and made good use of the
terrain. pushing out 150 yards.®

The Union line was only four-hundred yards distant
and witnessed Stewart's movement. As they lay behind their
temporary fortifications, Stewart's Division came under a
severe shelling. Many casualties resulted from the enemy's
canister, spherical case and solid shot. The regiments were
arrayed within the brigades much as they were the previous
day. however, their frontages were significantly reduced by
casualties.®

Around 9:45 A.M.. movement was discovered to
Stewart's rear. Trig was Cleburne's Division of the army's
right wing. Cleburne's Division was thrown into some
confusion by the discovery of a friendly unit(Stewart) to
its front as it advanced. Deshler's Brigade. Cleburne's
left flank unit, was pulled out of line in an attempt to
ad just. Both Stewart and Brown rushed to the scene to help
coordinate the alignment and minimize the confusion. Waood's
Brigade was brought on line with Brown's Brigade and halted.
Deshler's Brigade was brought into position on line with
Bate's also facing obliquely to the right.(see Fig. 22)
This was all accomplished while still under enemy artillery
fire .S

Bragg and his staff were seen dashing along behind
Stewart's line. Major Lee of Bragg's staff approached 1in
gsearch of Hill and Polk. Around 10:15 A.M.. Maijor Lee
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returned and delivered an order to Stewart to advance at
once and attack the enemy. Stewart informed the sStaff
officer of his previous orders from Longstreet and that no
attack had been made on his right. Major Lee said that he
had been directed by Bragg to pass along the lines and
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give the order to every division commander for every captain
to attack. Stewart at once coordinated with Wood so that
the advance of Brown's Brigade would have some support aon
its flank. Bate was ordered to move on line with Deshler's
Brigade when it moved.®

Brown's and Wood's brigades stepped off at the double
quick. elbow to elbow and with skirmishers forward. They
drove 1nto the enemy skirmish line. Just prior to movement,
Brown's rations had arrived and were placed on the ground to
the rear of the brigade line. With the orde. to move out
the men had no time for ration issue. Clayton's Brigade waz
moved forward into Brown's former position. Bate noticed
that Deshler's Brigade had not moved. He was informed that
the brigade commander, Deshler. had just been kiiled. Batre
sent a message to Stewart asking for inscructiouns. He
received orders to advance and attack. Bate's command
received the order to advance with a shout. Clayton's and
Bate's brigades moved forward to be within supporting
distance of Brown and Wood. Bate's battalion of
sharpshooters was kept deployed at right angles to the

brigade line of battle. (see fi

T

23) Their mission was to
protect the right flank of the brigade and provide early
warning. Stewart's Divigsion then advanced under a storm ot
shot and shell.?

Stewart's men rushed wildly into the attack. Colunel

Searcy of the 45th Tennessee reported: "The regiment moved
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Figure 23. Stewart's Morning Attack
(Map by author)

forward in good order but rather too fast: it seemed
impossible to restrain the men."” In some cases they could
not be restraired and alignment was broken and regiments
became separated. The 18th Alabama of Clayton's Brigade
followed the lead of A Company and broke into a run. The
men of the 18th were winded pricr to reaching the point
where they shcould have started the charge. The men of
Bate's 58th Alabama advanced rheering on the rupn. Stewart's
Division was partially masked as it climbed & small hill. E
Upon cresting it the men came under a devastating fire. An
enemy battery opened up to their front and one to their

right both supported by small arms. Clayton was struck by a

canister round and forced to dismount for a short time.®




The enemy's first line of iresistance broke. They
withdrew from their log barricades to a second line of
breastworks. The Union breastworks were about two feet high
and not entrenched into the ground. As the Confederates
continued their advance they came under heavy enfilading
fire on their right. Wood's Brigade broke and withdrew in
confusion to the rear disrupting the advance of Bate's
Brigade. (see fig. 24) Brown's Brigade continued another
seventy—five vards to within fifty yards of a Federal
battery and defensive line. Brown's Brigade then passed
into an open field. 1In this exposed pesition Brown's
unsupported right came under a terrible crossfire of
musketry and artillery. Brown's two right regiments, the
45th and 18th Tennessee, gave way in disorder and fled back
to their starting position. All efforts by Brown to rally
these two regiments were in vain. Three men of the 18th
Tennessee refused to withdraw and waited until the next
brigade came forward. Corporal Soper. acting color bearer
of the 18th. refused to retire until directly ordered by his
commander . ?

Bate's Brigade advanced without support on its right
fiank. The smoke became so dense from the enemy guns that
Lieutenant Colonel Smith., commander of the 37th Georgia.
could only see his 1regiment for brief intervals. Bate moved
to his right rear and asked Mz jor General Cleburne. who was
nearby. for assistance. Cleburne had no troops he could
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Figure 24. Stewart's Morning Attack Continued
(Map by author)
spare. bBats waes compelled to withdraw the right wing of his
brigade or uselessly sacrifice it. The right wing.
consisting of the 37th Georgia, 20th Tennessee and the 4th
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Georgia Battalion of Sharpshooters, withdrew in good order.
The right wing initially reformed in front of Bate's hastily
prepared breastworks from that morning and then moved behind
them. Bate's left wing, consisting of the 18th Alabama and
15/37th Tennessee, continued the advance while covering the
withdrawal of the right wing. The 58th Alabama held at the
woodline exchanging fire with the enemy. The 58th used the
cover of trees. logs and folds in the ground in an attempt
to protect themselves tfrom the enemy fire. The enemy was
pushed back behind its defenses. The 15/37th continued on
unsupported but eventually was forced back. Colonel Jones.
comnander of the 58th Alabama. had received no orders tc
hold his position. advance or retire. Acting without orders
he withdrew his regiment. The three ccmmanderg of Bate's
right wing were wounded in the previous day's battle. Bate
felt it was appropriate to remain with that wing ¢f his
brigade. He dispatched Lieutenant Blanchard of his staff to
monitor the activities of the left wing's advance.t©

The remainder of Brown's Brigade. with Clayton's and
part of Bate's following in support. pushed through a
cornfield and across the LaFayette Road. Clayton's Brigade
was greatly scattered. This was caused by soldiers being
winded, having advance too quickly. and the disruptive
effect of some of Wood's units fleeing through their ranks.

An enemy battery was situated on the road facing south




enfilading Stewart's line. Just a few yards on the east
side of the road the division was stopped. New enemy
batteries had been put in position heavily supported by
infantry. Stewart's command was unable to advance any
further in this fire. The division risked total destruction
if it remained exposed in the open field and was therefore
forced to withdraw to its starting position. Stewart's
Division fell back with several enemy field pleces. The
Confederates thought it was a wonderful sight to see the
Yankee gun= running to the rear, driven by Yankee drivers
and guarded by two to three Confederates per piece. 't
Confusion became the norm for the three brigades of
Stewart's Division. Some of Brown's units broke and fell
back through Clayton's Brigade causing great confusion. The
32d Tennessee of Brown's Brigade retired in disorder and
partially reformed on the LaFayette Road. The 32d was still
exposed to the flanking fire and Brown ordered them to
return to their breastworks. Upon return the 32d found
their breastworks occupied by Clayton's Brigade. Th 32d
formed to the rear of Clayton's Brigade and began to rally
the remainder of Brown's returning units. The 18th
Tennessee had lost all its field grades and Captain Mathew
was now 1in command. Three color bearers c¢f the 18th had
fallen in quick succession in this charge. While reforming

his !1ine Brown was slightly wounded by a spent canister
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round and passed command to Cclonel Cook. Blanchard., of
Bate's staff. reported to his commander that the left wing
of the brigade was withdrawing in good orde:r. Bate met them
personally and placed them in line with his other wing.
Lieutenant Colonel Frayser of the 15/37th Tennessee sent
forward a party to ratrieve the woundecd fearing they wouid
be burned. The dgrasses and bushes were again on fire. Some
wounded did burn and the discharge of their guns in the [{ire
¢ould be heard.*?

During the charge Dawson's Battery. of Brown's
Brigade, was exposed to & most destructive fire. The
battery .ost six men and fifteen horzes without firing a
shot. The battery was forced to retire, pulling two piec=s
«{f by hand. The horses had been without water and food for
two days and were suffering greatly. Bate's artillery was
positioned hehind the center of his brigade but was unahle
to support the attack. Clayton's artillery battery. further
to the rear, was under division control for the day and did
not participate in this action.13

The Union forces that opposed Stewart's morning

f¥
Ims

tack were elements of two divisians, On the noerthern

rh

l nk was Brigadier General Turchin's brigade of Major
Gencral Reynolds' division. Turchin was defending east of
the LaFayette Road. The brigade’'s right flank turnsd back
towards the road. positioned on very defensible ground.
The rnext brigade in line tc th: south was Colonel Edward
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King's brigade., also from Reynolds' division. King's

brigade was defending west of the road and took the brunt of
Stewart's attack. Colonel Croxtoun's brigade of Brigadier et
General Brannan's division was the next Federal brigade in
line. All three Federal brigades were defending in two
successive lines of battle with each line behind
breastworks. The 74th Indiana had been i1ssued an additional
sixty rounds of ammunition. As Stewart's Divisicn
approached the 74th was ordered to kneel behind their
breastworks. Brown's Brigade got within seventy vards of
the 74th when it was ordered to stand and commencs firing.
Several of the other Federal units had run out of ammunition
and been forced to rithdraw to their second iine during
Stewart s attack, i<

Stewart's Division reformea with Clayton's Brigade in
the middle, Bate's Brigade on the 1"ight and Brown's Brigade
on the left. As the men forme2d up, the cost of this attack
was evideut by the narrowed regimental frontages. Hood's
Corps conld be seen passing to the rear of Stewart's
Division preparing to go into battle. Tne eremy breastwcrks
were visible a short distance to Clavton's and Erown's
front . Here the division stayed 1in position for the
remainder of the afterncon. under random Federal shelling.
In the distance could be heard Longstreet's column making r

ite grand assault. Longstreet's attack had relieved some of
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the pressure on Stewart's left flank. dood's troops
expanded across Stewart's front as they charged the Federal
positions. S

Taking advantage of the situation. Stewart
epositioned his division. C(Clayton's and Brown's brigades
moved forward to the road and then moved by the right flank
north about a quarter mile. Bate's Brigade followed and
established his line to the rear of Clayton's Brigade.
“During the reforming of the lines, Bate. Brown, Clayton,
Stewart and their staffs nearly all received contusions frmm
spent grape and canister.'"1® The men were ordered to lie
down. 3Stewart was preparing to go into the attack 1in
support of Longstreet's right flank. However. Buckner
arrived and told Stewart not to attack but t¢ hold his
present position and await orders. Stewart could observe a
severe struggle going on in the vicinity of the Kelly House.
The 26th Tennessee of Brown's Brigade was ordered back 1nro
the woods two-hundred yards to their right 1in crder to

lessen the effects of the enemy artillery fire The

divisicn waited the long hours of the afternoon laying 1in

ilne o battle. They watched through the smoke and listened
as the rfighting on both their right and left intensified.
The enemy bombardment of their position coantinued. Stewart
knew, from information gained from a prisconer. that the
position across from his was defended by Reynolds’

division. 17




About 5 P.M. one of Longstreet's staff officers rode
up with orders for Stewart to move forward upon the enemy.
Stewart was also ordered to place a brigade in support of an
artillery battalicn occupying a slight rise in the cornfield
to the division’'s left. Brown's Brigade. now under the
command of Colonel Cook, was directed to support that
artillery. The 26th Tennessee moved under fire across
open field to support a battery positicned directly on
LaFayette Road. The 32d Tennessee was ordered to move
lay down behind a battery in the open cornfield. The
trampled corn allcwed no concealment so mast of Lthe men lay
between the ridges of the plowed fi2ld. The remainder of
the brigade's regiments were positioned to the rear of the
batteries on the slight hill in the field. A fearful
artillery duel was begun. The federel breastworks were set
on fire by the shelling.*®

Clayten' g Brigade wilh Bate's Brigade following was
ordered to assault the enemy position.(see fiqg. 251 This
assault happened to coincide with the Federal «rder to
withdraw. Clayton's Brigade caught the majority of the
Federals in the open. away from their breastworks. The

enemy quickly gave way and was routed. Clayton's men leaped

the breastworks and began pursuing the Fedeials through the

Kelly Field. Clayton halted his brigade about midway 1into

the field and continued to fire into the fleeing Federals.
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from all directions., Clayton had halted his line for fear
of intermingling and subjecting his brigade to friendly
fire. A Federal brigade of regulars and regiments of Ohic
volunteers were mixed in confusion throughout the faield.
Ma jor Hatcher, Stewart's assistant adjutant genera.. ‘ed the
staff and escort company into the center of the regulars.
This desperate action cut the regular brigade in half and
contributed to the capture of four-hundred to five-hundred
prisoners. The 38th and 18th Alabama were sent back across
the field to secure a Federal hospital established around
the Kelly House. Three hundred prisoners along with a like
number of wounded were captured in the vicinity of the
hogspital. Smoke and dust covered everything and everycone.
The dust was so thick men could hardly breathe or see«
through it.3°

Bate's Brigade had changed front forward on his right
battalion and followed Clayton's Brigade through the Federal
position. The Eufaula Battery closely tollowed Bate's
infantry despite the difficult terrain. 3eeing the
cgpportunity for employment in the open ficld Stewart ordered
Ma jor Eldridge., chief of artillery, to bring up the battery.

Eldrige shouted: "Bring up the Eufaula Battery! Forward!

doublie quick! march!" The battery charged into position
forward of Bate's line. It fired sixty-nine rounds of shell
and Tanister into the fleeing Union forces. The Eufaula

Battery would later claim this as the closing shots ot the
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battle. In the twilight the white flag could be found as
Federal trcops came forward and stacked arms in surrender.
The "Rebel Yell" rose alone the lines. Even some of the
Confederate wounded, lying in the fields. joined 1n the
rejoicing. Stewart's men began collecting the spoils that
had been abandoned by the late occupants of Kelly Field.<2?
Stewart's position became a gathering place for many
of the celebrants. '"The generals who gathered 1included
Longstrset, Stewart, Buckner, Bushrod Johnson, Law. Bate,

Clayton and Brown." The generals shook hands and passed
around congratulations. Longstreet ordered his wing to hald
in place., restock ammunition boxes, collect stragglers and
prepare everything for a pursuit in the morning. Brown's
Brigade was moved by the right flank about a half mile to
the east of the LaFayette Road and ordered to stack arms and
rest for the night. Eate's Brigade along with Claytaon's
stacked arms and rested within the former enemy position.
The artillery batteries were moved to the creek to water,
feed and rest their horses. Some men attended the wounded
in the i1mmediate vicinity while others were cordered to begin
collecting the accouterments, weapons and other spoils
gpread throughout the fields. The long awaited provisions
were brought up and distributed. Fires were bullt with

fence rails to heat coffee and rations and provide warmth to

the tired soldiers. After the excitement of the day's

ever.ts h.d subsided the men lay down among the dead for a
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long needed rest. Picket lines were established forward and
details were sent back to the creek for water. The secona

day of the Battle of Chickamauga was over,h 22

From the Confederate perspective the second day of

battle can be characterized as deiiberate attack. However,
some of the essential elements of a successful deliberate
attack were missing. These missing elements were:
reconnaissance, coordination and preparation. No attempt
was made at either the division or wing level tou properly
discern the enemy position beliind its screen of sKirmishers,
Sufficient time was available because the dawn attack was
not conducted as scheduled. A reconnaissance in force,
consisting of a heavy line of skirmishers would have
accomplished this essential task. This force would have
driven in the enemy skirmish line and discovered the
disposition of the enemy's main defenses. It would have
discovered the bend in the Union line av the point where

S ewart conducted his attack. With this i1nformation 1t 13
doubtful that Stewart would have attacked in such a fashion
and exposed his right flank.

The second essential task not accomplished was
coordination. The responsibility for this omission lies
more at army and wing level than it does with Stewart's
Divisian. This failure to coordinate resulted i1n the
confusing overlap of the army wings. This led to Stewart's
"ad hoc"” arrangement with Wood in an attempt to coordinate
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an attack on the enemy position. The resulting failure ot
the attack was predictable. The last essential task not
accomplished was preparation. This was more a result of the
restrictive nature of the terrain than a tactical omission
on the part of Stewart. With the density ¢of the woods
Stewart was not able to prepare the enemy position with an
artillery bombardment prior to attacking. The enemy was in
prepared defensive positions. behind breastworks, and
sutfered under no artillery preparation. It is surprising
that Stewart was able to penetrate the position at all.

On the second day of battle Stewart did not have the
tactical success he did the day prior. Stewart did not
attempt to attack 1n column of brigades this second day. It
is doubtful if this formation would have been successtful
even if attempted. When Stewart's brigades crested the hill
and came into the open field they still would have been
exposed to the devastating fire of Turchin's brigade on
their flank. l.ongstreet halted any sdpport on Stewart's
lef> flark and the early rout of Wood's brigade left
Stewart's flanks unsupported. While unsupported flanks are
typical 1n a meeting engagement they are deadly in a
deliberate attack against a prepared position.

Stewart's leadership ability and the discipline of
his unit were again in evidence on the second day. The
division quickly stood 'o arms in the morning and was ready
for action. When Stewart received Bragg's orders to attack
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he questioned them but obeyed. This behavior was unique for
the Army of Tennessee. Realizing the exposed nature of his
right flank he deployed Bate's Brigade obliquely to protect
it. Bate in turn deployed his battalion of sharpshooters in
like manner. When the problem with the right wing
developed. Stewart and Brown quickly reacted and went to the
point of decision. When rations arrived prior to the attack
it was understood the migsion came first. The frenzied
nature of Stewart's attack was again characteristic of the
fighting quality and reputation of this division. Stewari's
ability to '"see the battle" was again shown when he
attempted to attack a second time to support Longstreet's
breakthrough. However, the interference of Buckner
prevented Stewart's initiative from again coming into play
in this battle. For a gsecond time in as many days
Stewart's Division was denied a decisive role in the battle.
Stewart's second attack made at dusk was against the
union forces already pulling out of position. The attack
was better coordinated and benefited from an artillery
preparation. Some lessons evidently had been learned from

the previous days fighting. Stewart's subordinates had

halted their units rather than let them intermingle and he

subjected to fratricide. Stewart's Division maintained
discipline in a situation where it could have quickly broken

down. Exhilarated by the victory and the opportunity for




pursuit, Stewart's men demonstrated restraint and compassion
for their former enemies.

The tactics us=d by Stewart's Division again were
standard. The order was clcse with the brigades and
regiments deployed in a doubled ranked single line of
battle. Bate's use of his sharpshooter battalion was
unique. Some of the units became winded when they increased
the pace from the double gquick to the run too soon in their
attack. Again the problem of artillery employment was seen.
Stewart's artillery was misused again on the second day.

One battery was placed in an exposed position and
devastated. It was not even alliowed to fire 1n 1ts own
defenge. Another battery sat out the battle i1n the reai .
When the artillery finally wias able to be utilized at
sgundown only one battery was available.

un the Union side, the defenders had made good use of
their time. The position on the east side of LaFayette Road
was sltuated on very defensible terrain. This position
provided mutual gupport to the posgitions wegt of the road to
their south. With two successive lines of prepared Jdefenc.os
the positions were virtually impregnable. Artaillery was
well placed and repositioned within the defensive line.

In conclusion., Stewart's Division had again

demonstrated its tactical proficiency during the last day of

the Battle of Chickamauga. Technology had stacked the deck
against Stewart this day with the defender armed with
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rifled muskets behind prepared breastworks. Technology
coupled with Bragg's inability to effectively orchestrate
his plan doomed Stewart's attack to failure. The fact that
some limited gains were made into the Federal position was a
testament to the tenacity of Stewart's men. rather than

through any skill of tactical or operational emplioyment.

Frontal assaults., even when successful were a costly affair.

More poignant was their wastefulness when they failed.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSIONS

IT({HISTORY] PROVIDES US THE OPPORTUNITY WO PROFIT EY THE
STUMBLES AND TUMBLES OF OUR FORERUNNERS.

B.H. Liddell Hart, Why Don t We Learn From History

The purpose of this cthesis was to study in detail a
commander and the tactical employment orf his division. A
study, using essentia.ly primary source material. was
initiated to answer the critical questicn: what heppened?
The goal wes to determine the truth. despite the passage of
time, by comparizon and analysis of many accounts of the
same incident. If this thesis was written only to tell a
story it would have ended at that point. However. analysis
was conducted to answer the question: why did 1t happen: To
answer thiz question a review of the experiences of the
participants and their leadership was necessary to evaluate
the causesz for their actions. A final guestion. which 1is
the purpose of this chapter., must be answered: What 15 the ,i
significance of this study?’?

Civil War tactical doctrine did not exist as we know
doctrine today. The Civil War tactical commander was

equipped only with a driil book when he went to war.
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Today's tactical doctrine is flexible and adjusts to¢o the
conditions of METT-T: (Mission, Enemy, Terrain. Troops, and
Time). The Civil War commander. without this flexible
doctrine, continued to attempt to execute his drill despite
the conditions stated above. Civil War tactics had evalved
with very minor changes from tnose used by Frederick tlLe
Great a century before. The Mexican-3dmerican Wer had Jdone
nothing but confirm the wvalidity of Scott's drill book
approach to war. The Mexican War had been the only large

scale combat experience for the leadership prior to the

outbreak of the Civil War. "The idea was to bLring the dense

linear formation cluse to the enemy's position, punish huim
with a volley and then finish him with the bhayone:.” A
capability to develop doctrine did not exist in the army ar

that time. The boards held to review the manuals ware

simply reviewing translations of [{oreign manuals., There was

no attempt to iniciate new technigues or prccedures
independent of cthe Fur~pean expelience.=?

Like today's comuander. the Civil War comwander wis

concerned with training. Civil War ccmmanders ware
iritially faced with large vol:unteeirr armie=z. As the war
progressed conscription began. Tn the North 1arge numkers

of foreign born contingenits were added to the force. This
resulted in a tremendous training Lurden on the leaderzhip.
Much tiine wias required ro train these inexperienced troo,
in the tactical drills of the day. The company-gralie
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officers and NCOs were trained as driil instructors to
assist in the training and contr¢l of these tactical
formations. To make any gignificant change in the tactical
doctrine would have required a significant change in the
antire training base. However. some of the basics of later
day tactical doctrine were there with Hardee's "comrades 1in
battle"” and the more flexible skirmish drill tactics.=

Some of the tactical problems faced by Civil War

commanders s'.il)l exist today. Today's mechanized commanders

still face the decision betweea line and coiuwmn. They use

the column for speed and control and the iine formation to
deliver fire. Battle drill is used to speedily move from
one formation to another. A unit caught in column or on an
exposed flank suffers the same problem as his distan:
predecessors. The difference 1s that today's commander
attempts to avoid the enemy's strength and maneuver against
his weakness., while taking advantage of the conditions as
they exist on the battlefield(METT-T). Technology had
created a situation with very few optiong. If the commander
attempted to disperse his force he faced the problem of the
reduction of firepower and limited communications
capability. Units had to remaln massed because of the
limitations of the single-shot muzzle-loader and the cpan of
contro., «n a non—wireless envivorment. Technology was
detinitely on the side of the defender. The 1ndividual
soldiers. not their leaders, were beginning to grasp an
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appreciation for terrain. When given the opportunity the
goldiers were quick Lo adapt to terrain conditions. The
heavy skirmish line 1n open order and the attack 1n
succession of rushes were steps in the right direction.
However. they were not 1in widespread use at the time of the
Battle of Chickamauga. <

Major General Alexander P. Stewart was a product of
Nineteenth Century military training. By nature he was nor
an innovator or nonconformist. His West Point background
and educational xperiences coupled with his leadership
ability made him an excellent commander. This background
als¢o made him an excellent trainer and developer ot Jjunior
leaders. The tactics used by Stewart in the Battle of
Chickamauga were not revolutionary. On the nineteenth of
September Stewart attacked using the "column of brigades’
formation. This attack was a "successian of lines' attack.
Despite the nature of the terrain Stewart's formaticns were
close ordered and the alignment was maintained as much .a:
possible. The 1nterval between units and disposition of
forces was 1n compliance with the manuals of the day.

The mincor modification that Stewart made was 1n hiss
timirg. Whoen Civil War commanders attacked 1n successive
lineg the practice was to commit one line beh:ind the orher
until they all mingled to¢ether 1nto the enemy. Stewart aid
not do this on the nineteenth of September. He only
committed one brigade at a time 1nto battie until the
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critical point was reached. Each brigade fought cohesively
until its culminating point was reached and then it was
replaced by another brigade. This also facilitated
Stewart's ability to command and control in such close
terrain. Stewart's use of logistics complimented and
facilitated his maneuver. Stewart's brigade commanders did
not deviate from the standard tactics of the day. They did.
however, practice the technique of lying down 1in line of
battle to reduce their vulnerability to enemy fire.

On the twentieth of September Stewart again attacked
using the traditional tactics of the day. Stewart's attack
this day is hard to evaluate or analyze. His attack was
complicated by the overlap with the army's right wing and
all the ensuing confusion this brought about. The "ad hoc”
nature of this attack against an entrenched prepared
defender was predictable in cutcome. With the
disillusicnment of the units accompanying Stewart. Wood's
and Deshler's brigades. he ended up attacking with an=2
brigade forward and two brigades back. Added to this waz
the fact that Stewart's Division was attacking with 1tg
flank expused to a bend 1n the Union line. Despite these
problem Stewart's attack did succeed 1n a limited
penetration of the Union first iine of breastworks. This
testifilies to the fighting quality of Stewart's Division. not
to any tactical 1nnovations on hig part. One again. simila:
to the previocus day's encounter. Stewart's formations were

147




close ordered. No attempt was made on the twentieth to time
these attacks or seguence the brigades as on the previous
day. This was probably due to Bragg's insistence upon an
immediate attack along the entire front. Bate's use of his
sharpshooter battalion on his right flank was unique but was
only a variation of the current skirmish drill.

As stated in an earlier chapter, Jtewart's tactics
were probably based on his experiences prior to the Battle
of Chickamauga. 3hiloh. Perryville and Murfreeshborc had
exposed Stewart to large scale warfare. At Shiloh he
witnessed the problems of a attack in successive lines aon an
extended frontage in wooded terrain. From this he learnel
an appreciation for command and control under those
conditions. As a brigade commander during the Battle of
Perryville he took part in a successful division attack in
column of brigades. 1If the conditions were right this
technique had a chance for success, although a costly one.
At Murfreesboroc he witnessed an attack conducted while
attempting a difficult wheeling movement. From this cou.d
be learned that tactical drill. better designed for the
parade field, did not work under the conditions :ound on rthe
battlefield and especialiy in the Western Theater of
operations. Stewart's timing on the nineteenth and use ..t
logistics were common-sense adaptations based on an

intzllect trained i1n mathematical problem zolving.




Was it smart for Stewart to send his most
inexperienced brigade into battle as the lead element on the

nineteenth of September? John kKeegan's book. The Face of

Battle. describes the effects of battle on those not in the
forward ranks at Waterloo. As reviewed 1n an eariier
chapter., Clayton's brigade went into the fight with Brown's
brigade close on its heels. Brown's brigade took casualties
without the ability to return fire. Brown's men witnesused
the destruction of Clayton's ranks and Clayton's wounded
passing through their ranks to the rear. Keegan suggests
that Napoleon's most veteran unit broke under fire because
of the rear rank's inability to deal with the terror of the
unknown. Brown's seasoned brigade was able to withotand
this pressure better than Clayton's less experienced unit.

Clayton's briyade was able to see the enemy and return fire.

This may have been a consideration as Stewart arrayed his

order of battle on the rnorning of the nineteenth of
September.?

What effect di1d Stewart's tactics have? Stewart's
tactics on the nineteenth of September contributed to the
tactical success of hiz division on that day. His rtacties
resulted 1n a "steam-roller" effect on the Union opposition.
The Uniun brigades were arrayed in two succegsive lines per
br igade requilring two union brigades to equal the tirepouwel
of one of Stewart's brigades. When the Union first line
broke, 1t fell back and disrupted the second rank just as
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one of Stewart's brigades was c¢losing. When Stewart
determined the critical moment he sent 1n an additional
brigade while continuing to maintain one in reserve. This
resulted in success for Stewart's immediate sector of the
battlefield. Why this was not decisive or supported has
aiready been previously discussed. On the twentieth,
Stewart's tactics had little effect on the cvutcome of battle
in his sector,

What impact did Stewart's tacticg have on hiu
casualty totals? Overall, Confederate casualties were
higher than Union casualties in this battle. Rosacrans’
Army of the Cumberland lost a total of 16,170 out of 56,965
men. Bragg's Army cof Tennessee lost 18.454 out of an
approximate 66.000 men. These figures were a result of the
Confederates being on Lhe tactical offensive throughout the
battle. With the advantages t¢ the defender this result was
predictable. Stewart's casualties were 1.704. Thisg was
above average when cc npared to the other divisions in the
left wing.(see Table 3) Casualties within Stewart's
Divisicon are shown in Table 4. Clayton's high percentage of
42.4 was probably a result of the unit's "green status" and
the high casualties sustained i1n its first attack on the
nineteenth. Bate's Brigade had the highest percentage or
Stewart's three brigades with 48.7% casualties. This was
probably caused by the brigade taking on the reckless
character of 1ts leader.s
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TABLE 3
{Reprinted from, Q.R., XXX, Pt. 2.

Return of Cosualties in Stewart's division at the battle of Chick :
ber 18 to 20, 1868, 4 amauga, Septem-

Killed.

"h
Mth 1
ad T

5t Tennenses o
Newnan'sbattallon. ... ... ... .. ..

Total ... .

BATE'S BRIGADE.

Hdtaf. ..

B4th Alabama

$7th lieorgia . . ... . .
4th Georgin battalion. .. ..
15th and $7th Tennewws
with Tennemme: . . . ...

CLAYTOK ¢ BRIGADE

wth Alabama
Tuotal

Darden's Lattery

Dawsou'n hattery

Eufaula Battery

Humphreyn' hattery
Total

Cavalry escort

RECAMTULATION

{ufautry e ajr o .. s
Artillery o l:‘ i l| l.a.l:] i
Carairy ! |

| [ 1
gy SR (N —
Urand total , w2 ‘l.m g I 18 | 2,140




TABLE 4.
(Reprinted from. O.R.. XXX, Pt., 2., 365, 367.)

Casualtics of the Left Wing, Army of Tennesser, in the engagement o tem-
ber 20, 1308, near Chickamauga, Ga. S Sep

|

]
3
L

HOOD’¢ BIVISION,
inhertaon's hrigare
Jenning'a brigade
lLaw's brigade .
Total........ ... e v e

M'LAWs DIVIAION.

Kernhaw's hricuile
Humphreys' birignde

Auderson’s brigade ..
Dean brigads. . |
Manigault'n brigade ..

Totad o e .

JONNROX'S DIVISION,
Johoaon's bripade
Gregg's brigade . ... ... R
McNairsbrigade .................. .

Total .......

BUCKNER'S C)RPS.
STEWART'S DIVISION,

Hindqu;nﬂ::n .
rown & ae
Bate's brigad:
Clayron's brigads .

Uracie's brigade ..
K8 brigeds ..,
Kally's hrigade

Artitlery

Dawnon's bat ery
Eufaula Battery .
Humphreva' battery
Eacort company




Bate's reckless nature was best described in

Tucker's book, Chickamauga: Bloody Battle in the West,

recounting Davis' visit. Scon after the battle Confederate
President Jefferson Davis toured the battlefield. When
crossing the field where Stewart's Division had conducted
itas attack, on the nineteenth of September. he came upon a
horse with the trappings of a general officer. When he
inquired as to its ownership. he was told it belonged to
Generali Bate of Stewart's Division. Next he came upon a
black mare three hundred yards further across the field.
Again Davis was told that it was Bate's. When Davis' party
reached the former Unicn encrenchments he found a dead
artillery horse gprawled on top of them. Davis was told
that the mount had been ridden by Bate. 3Such was the
character of “he man and his brigade. On the afterncon of
the nineteenth it was Bate's Brigade that =plintered intu
separate pieces. Some regiments attacked to the west and
some to the north. On fthe twentieth of September 1t was
Bate's Brigade that was exposed to the flanking fire from
the curve in the Union line. The brigade again split. with
some parts advarncing and some withdrawing.?

If Stewart's tactics were not a radical departure
from those in vogue why did he succeed and others fai1l? Why
was the reputation of his division so high within the Army
ol Tennessee? Here li1es the significance of this study fto-
today's professional army officer. The answer does not lie
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in tactics but i1n leadership. This study provides useful
insight into combat leadership. Stewart's leadership and
the impact-it had on his division was the critical factor.
The morale and fighting quality of Stewart's Divaision
accounted for a better execution of the current tactics on
the field at Chickamauga. The words of FM 100-5 apply:

Wars are fought and won by men. not machines. The
human dimension ¢f war will be decisive in the cam-
paigns and battles of the future just as it has in
the past. . . . The most essential element of c¢ombat
power 1s competent and conrfident leadership. Leadsr-
ship provides purposge, direction. aaxd motivation in
combat. It 1s the leader who will determine the degres
to which maneuver, fire power. and protection are max-
imized: who will ensure these elements are effectively
balanced:; and who will decide how to bring them to bear
against the enemy.®

Stewart epitomized these words. A further study of this
battle could compare the tactics as well as the leadershaip
styles of the different commanders and their divisions. In
spite of overwhelming problems Stewart excelled and provides
arn example to combat leaders of today and the future.
In the final analysis and once the force Is engage?,
superior combat power derives from the courage and com-
betence of soldiers, the excellence of therr equipment .

the soundness of their combined arms doctrine. ancd ebove
all the qguality of their lzadership.*®
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